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PREFACE. 



I 
I 



The Lectures published in this volume were in their first 
draught delivered in Mauchline during the spring of 1884, 
They formed part of a course of lectures on " Our Parish 
Church and Parish Records," and the object originally contem- 
plated by them was to furnish the people of Mauchline with 
such scraps of Parochial History and illustrations of Old 
Church Life as could be gleaned from the Records of Mauch- 
line Kirk Session. 

After I had agreed to pubh'sh some of the lectures, it occurred 
to me that it would be desirable to recast them and widen their 
scope, so that interest in them might not be limited to people 
connected with Mauchline Parish. The lectures now published 
are accordingly altered from what they were when delivered. 
They are also very much lengthened, and although like a house 
that has been repaired and added to, they may shew more trace 
than is desirable of their original design, it is hoped that on the 
subjects of which they treat they will give a fairly full and cor- 
rect account of Church Life in Scotland during the seventeenth 
and eighteenth centuries. 

I am aware that the title chosen for this volume is not free 
from objection, but it was the best title I could think of. There 
is a great deal of old Church Life that is not described in this 
volume. The higher forms and aspects of Church Life are little 
noUctid, but that is because the traces and evidences of such life 
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to hear from these Records the minutest facts they contain 
about him and his contemporaries. 

I have only to add that although I have been at much pains 
to be accurate, I cannot flatter myself with the expectation 
that in a book containing so many statements as this does, 
both on matters of fact and on matters of opinion, no slip nor 
misjudgment will be found. One point on which, from follow- 
ing with unquestioning faith the statements made in popular 
works, my remarks are open to criticism and doubt, is the old 
monastic life at Mauchline. In Appendix F, I have done what 
I could to set what may be termed the new state of this ques- 
tion impartially before the public. 

A. E. 



The Manse, Mauchline, 
2nd May, 1885. 
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LECTURE I. 
CHURCHES, MANSES, AND CHURCHYARDS. 

Mauchline Session Records— The Present Church of Mauchline — The Old 
Church and its Outward Appearance — The Old Church as it was 
before the Reformation — The Surrounding Monastery — Changes on and in the 
Church at the Reformation — Few Fixed Seats— Fairs in Churches Once — In- 
troduction of Pew System — A Grievance in Connection with the Pew System- - 
The Galleries and Common Loft — The Bell — The Clock — The Windows — 
Repair of Church Fabrics and Drink to Workmen — Manses of Old Dale — Size 
of Old Manses — Manses Thatched with Straw, and Roughly Finished in Many 
Ways — Delivery of Manses by Executors of Former Ministers — Churchyards — 
Tombstones — Association of Mauchline Churchyard with Burns — Filthy Con- 
dition of Churchyards at One Time — Houses on Churchyard Dykes — The Ash 
Tree in Mauchline Churchyard. 

There is no kind of reading that to the generahty of people 
is more irksome than the old records of church courts. It 
might be said that if a hundred men were to be apprehended 
at random on any of the streets of Edinburgh, and told that 
they must either enter the Queen's service for seven years, or 
submit to sixty days in the Presbytery House, deciphering the 
old musty manuscript records of some rural Kirk Session, 
ninety-seven of the hundred would ask for the shilling and vol- 
unteer for Africa. And yet there is interesting information to 
be culled out of Kirk Session and Presbytery Records that will 
well repay a deal of trouble. There are both facts of local his- 
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tory to be found and exemplifications of old ecclesiastical life. 
And it will be admitted that not only is everything bearing 
on the history of a district interesting to all within its 
bounds, but that everything illustrative of Church life and 
Church rule long years ago possesses interest of a general kind 
to people at large. 

Circumstances which need not be here specified have led me 
to read up the whole of the extant records of our Parish Kirk 
Session, besides other church records both published and un- 
published ; and I propose now to submit to the public some of 
the results of this reading in a series of lectures on old Scottish 
ecclesiastical life, especially as I have found it illustrated in our 
own parochial history. 

Our Kirk Session Records are neither very voluminous nor 
very ancient. It is stated in the New Statistical Account of 
Scotland, published in 1837, that at that date there were ten 
volumes of our Session Records in the hands of the clerk or 
minister. Since 1837 another volume has been added to the 
number, but somehow or other there are now only nine volumes 
in all instead of eleven. Some of these volumes, too, are very 
tiny, and scarcely deserve the name of volumes ; some are un- 
bound and incomplete ; some are scroll books and are headed 
" Brulie Minutes ; " * some are to all intents and purposes dup- 
licates ; and some may be described as a miscellany of minutes 
of different dates arranged or stitched together, without any re- 
gard to chronological sequence. The date of the oldest of our 
minutes is 26th December, 1669, and the records are very far 
from being continuous after that date. Especially is this the 



• The word brulie docs not occur in any dictionary that I have seen, but I pre 
sume it is derived from the French word "brouillon," a scroll or first draught of a 
document. 
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case during the forty-four years of Mr. Maitland's ministry. 
There are no records for example covering the period from 
1708 to 1 73 1. And the cause of such a blank in the records of 
a long peaceful tract of parish history may be gathered from 
sundry entries in the books of the Presbytery of Ayr.* One 
Session-Clerk after another made off with a volume of minutes 
in retaliation for non-payment of salary, or with the view of 
compelling payment, and the impecunious Session, despite of 
Presbyterial dehortations, took very languid steps to recover 
their property. 

That there were Kirk Session Records in Mauchline long be- 
fore 1669 is beyond all doubt. Mauchline is an old parish, and 
as far back as 1 567 there was a complaint given in to the Gen- 
eral Assembly, *'be the brethren of the kirk of Machlin," 
against a gentleman for maintaining in his house an excom- 
municated person who had been '*sometyme an elder of the 
said kirk." 

And in saying that no records of the Kirk Session of Mauch- 
line prior to 1669 are now extant, I am virtually saying that 
the records of what would have been to us the most interesting 
periods in our parish history are lost. But the records we have, 
fragmentary though they are, and dating only from the times 
of the persecution, are interesting nevertheless. They tell talcs 
of parochial and domestic life ; they illustrate old and obsolete 
laws ; and they reveal antiquated forms of thought that have 
long since passed away. 

With these preliminary remarks I shall now proceed in this 
lecture to speak of churches, manses, and churchyards, as they 
were one hundred, two hundred or more than two hundred 
years ago. 

• See Appendix. D. 
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In the article on Mauchline in the New Statistical Account 
of Scotland it is stated that the present parish church " is 
reckoned the most elegant church in this part of the country." 
The expression elegant may or may not be the most appropri- 
ate to apply to the church, but that question need not be dis- 
cussed, for we are not at present concerned with matters of aes- 
thetics. Certainly, however, the church is a goodly and sub- 
stantial edifice, and one that we have reason to be well satis- 
fied with and proud of, for besides answering the purpose for 
which it was built, it gives a presence to the village, and forms 
a notable feature in the surrounding landscape. 

But the real import of the phrase " elegant," as applied hap- 
pily or unhappily to our church in 1837 is that it indicates by 
comparison the general architectural character or style of 
churches at that particular date. Now-a-days there are many 
churches not far off that are a facsimile of ours, or, if the ex- 
pression may be pardoned, a facsimile with improvements ; and 
there are many other churches in Ayrshire of a different order 
of architecture that would probably be considered by competent 
judges much more elegant than ours in their outlines, as 
well as much more profuse and beautiful in their ornamenta- 
tion. Indeed an American lady of some distinction, who paid 
a visit to the village several years ago, has set forth in print that 
•* the kirk is as plain and homely as a house can be made," and 
that she docs " not accede to these barn-like places of worship, 
while close at hand such lordly dwellings are erected for man's 
residence." Mrs. Hawthorne's strictures on the church and its 
internal arrangements, as well as her caricature of the service,* 



♦ The minister referred to by Mrs. Hawthorne (the late Rev. James Fairlie) was 
not only a ver)' worthy man, but a man of eminent attainments in languages and 
literature. 
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are it may be admitted a good deal overstrained, and have been 
the subject of not a little parochial ridicule ; but thus much must 
be conceded that so common-place in appearance is our church 
notwithstanding its tower and its gothic windows, that a for- 
eign lady not altogether blind failed to see in it any feature to 
be admired or commended. Yet in 1829, when newly built, it 
was the talk and wonder of the country side, and in 1837 it was 
described in a book which may be called a national work, as the 
most elegant church in this part of Ayrshire. 

What then, it may be asked, were other churches like, fifty 
years ago? The old church of Mauchline which was pulled 
down to make way for the building of the present one may be 
regarded as in many respects a good sample and type of an old 
parish church. It was not reckoned elegant in 1827, and 
neither it was, with all the accretions that had gathered round 
it and all the defacements that had been made on it since the 
date of its erection many hundred years ago. It was a long 
narrow low walled building with high steep roof For many a 
day previous to its demolition the ground outside the 
wall was in some places several feet above the level of the floor 
inside, and at the door on the south wall there was a flight of 
descending steps that led down into the area of the church. It 
was buttressed all round too with unsightly stair-cases, one in 
the centre of each gable and two against the north wall, all 
leading to separate galleries within. Aiton, in his survey of 
Ayrshire (181 1), says "the churches of Stewarton, Dunlop, 
Mauchline and Largs are so extremely contemptible that I 
trust the heritors will soon get them replaced with buildings 
better suited to divine worship and their own opulence ! " But 
the Church of Mauchline was nevertheless a notable sort 
of building. It had a pedigree and a history. It was 
one of the pre-reformation churches in Scotland It was 
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built in the time of Popery, and it witnessed all the stir 
of the Reformation. It had been used both for Catholic 
and Protestant services — both for Presbyterian and Pre- 
latical forms of worship. And so, however dingy or ugly, 
ill-favoured or antiquated it may have looked in the eyes of 
people from New York and the cities of yesterday, it had 
something about it that was venerable and dignified, ancient 
and honourable. And in its day — the day of its prime, three 
hundred and fifty years ago — it was considered as goodly and 
as elegant a structure as the present church was considered to 
be in 1837. The historian Calderwood, in his account of 
Wishart's visit to Kingencleuch in 1544, calls the church of 
Mauchline " a tabernacle that was beautiful to the eye." Its 
antiquity and honour were thus associated with the tradition at 
least if not with the visible trace of youthful beauty. 

In its latter days the old church was a plain rectangular 
building — like a barn — and for aught I know such may have 
been its form always. Many of the most ancient Catholic 
churches were of that form. More commonly, however, especi- 
ally in all but the earh'est times. Catholic churches were cruci- 
form, and had on their ground plan a representation of the 
cross. The original rectangle, we might say, had an arm 
attached to each side about or a little above midway in the 
church area. These arms were called respectively the north 
and the south transepts, for the shaft of the cross like the rec- 
tangle or basilica always lay east and west There is no tradi- 
tion that I ever heard of that the old Mauchline church was 
cruciform, but the print of the church shews on the south side 
the trace of a large arch, as if there had been or was contem- 
plated to be a wing at that point. 

In the days before the Reformation the old church would of ' 
course be divided and furnished according to Catholic 
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notions. Part of the church at the upper or east end would be 
railed or partitioned off from the part below. Generally this 
was done by a screen, as it is termed, and as may be seen in 
many churches and cathedrals in Scotland at th& present day. 
Sometimes, as at Crossraguel, it was by a massive stone wall 
with a common door in the centre. The east or upper end of 
the church was called the choir or chancel, and the lower or 
western end went by the name of the nave. The common 
herd of worshippers were restricted to the nave, and the choir 
was the inner sanctuary, where privileged ecclesiastical persons 
enjoyed the dignity of separation from their fellows at prayers 
and sacraments.* The choir was. always paved — sometimes 
with plain stones, sometimes with glazed tiles of various hues, 
and sometimes with tiles of fancy shapes and patterns on which 
animals and figures were traced in high or low relief. The naves 
of churches on the contrary were often unpaved, and strewed 
with rushes for the convenience of worshippers in kneeling. So 
precise, too, was the order of worship, in at least some 
places, that the men were ranged on the right hand or south 
side of the church, and the women on the left hand or north.f 
At the upper end of the choir, close to the east gable stood the 
altar, J which with the platform on which it was placed, be- 



* The clergy attached to particular churches were frequently very numerous, very 
near as many, says an ancient author, as the flock under their care. In the Church 
of Constantinople there were by imperial determination 60 priests, 100 deacons, 
no readers, and 25 singers. — L'Estrange, Alliance^ p. 213. 

t In the earliest liturgies of the Church of England there was a rubrick which 
directed that at the close of the preliminary service on days of Communion '*so 
many as shall be partakers of the holy Communion shall tarry still in the Quire or 
in some convenient place nigh the Quire, the men on one siile and the women on 
the other side. "—L'Estrange, p. 198. 

X "Altars with the Catholics," says L'Estrange, p. 176, "do not observe one 
regular position, some are placed in the middle of the choir, some at the upper 
part, endways north and south, and if eye witnesses may be trusted the chief altar 



8 Old Church Life in Scotland, 

hoved to be by the law of Moses four and a half feet high. 
Above and behind the altar there were often colossal and 
splendid specimens of woodwork which formed the architectural 
glory of the church's interior.* 

The old church of Mauchline was attached to a monastery 
which was affiliated to the Abbey of Melrose and governed by a 
resident prior. Around the old church, therefore, there must 
have been monastic buildings, but of these no remains exist 
now except the old tower or castle. But on two of the sides of 
the castle there are marks of a roof as if some building of less 
height had been attached to the castle at these points. In all 
likelihood, therefore, one line of houses trended north and 
south from the castle to the church, and another east and west 
from the castle parallel to the church. And the second of these 
lines of houses probably extended as far west as the great 
chestnut tree which stands about forty or fifty yards from the 
castle, for the foundations of a wall or walls have been traced 
thus far. Whether these two lines of houses forming with the 
church a cul de sac comprised all the monastic buildings at 
Mauchline is not known, but if the monastery had been of any 
considerable size we should have expected that on the south 
side of the church there would have been either one quadrangle 
or two quadrangles as at Crossraguel. Be that as it may how- 



in St. Peter's Church at Rome stands in the middle of the chancel." In Laud's 
Service Book, 1637, it was ordered that the Communion Table ** shall stand at the 
uppermost part of the chancel or church." 

• Spalding says (vol. ii. 216), that in 1642 two of the ministers of Aberdeen 
•' yokit William Charles, wricht, to the doun-taking of the bak of the high altar, 
standyng up3n the eist wall of Bishop Gawin Dumbar*s yll alss heiche nar by as the 
sylving thairof, curiouslie wrocht of fyne wanescot, so that within Scotland there 
was not a belter wrocht i)eice. . . And in doun-taking of ane of the thrie tymbcr 
crouns quhilk they thocht to haue gotlin doune haile and unbroken, by their expec- 
tation it fell suddaniiic upon the kirk's gryt ledder, brak it in thrie peices, and 
itself all in blaidit, and brak some pavement with the wecht thereof." 
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ever, there were monastic buildings adjoining the church. 
These buildings would comprise a chapter house, where the 
monks met for business ; a refectory or dining-room, where 
they had their meals ; a kitchen and pantry, where their food 
was cooked and stored ; cells or dormitories where they slept ; 
perhaps also a library and a schoolroom, and a separate 
residence for the prior. In front of these buildings, too, there 
would run piazzas or covered walks which were called cloisters, 
where the monks arm in arm strolled together and conversed. 
And seven times a day the monks from their cells would pass 
into the church to watch and pray according to the precept of 
the great Master whose words arc the golden rules of duty. 

And speaking of the monastery I may here say that monasti- 
cism is an institution that has been much maligned. The 
monks are commonly supposed to have been a disorderly com- 
munity of fast and loose living men who belied profession of 
religion with scandalous practices. And in support of that 
opinion the great authority of Luther, who was a monk him- 
self, is cited, " For one day of fasting,*' says the Reformer, " the 
monks have three of feasting. Every friar for his supper has 
two quarts of beer, a quart of wine with spice cakes or bread pre- 
pared with spice and salt, the better to relish their drink. And 
thus, he adds, instead of being pale, and wan, and emaciated, they 
are stout and robust, and their faces glow like the fiery angels ! " 
But notwithstanding what Luther avers of the monks in the 
degenerate days that immediately preceded the Reformation 
monasticism is now acknowledged by most Protestants to have 
been originally and for many years a noble expression of 
Christian piety. The monks were then poor and frugal, and their 
days were divided by rigid rule between prayers and useful 
labours. 

At the Reformation great changes took place not only in 
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the form of worship within churches, but on the outward 
appearance of churches and their surroundings. There was a 
general raid upon monasteries, and as there were then in Mauch- 
line and the neighbourhood not only many staunch but some very 
violent Reformers we may surmise that the Mauchline cells 
were dismantled, as well as dispossessed of their tenants. 
And we may be no less confident that the church itself did 
not escape rude handling. There was an Act of Privy Council 
passed for the dismantling of idolatrous houses, and the inter- 
pretation put on that act was that churches were to be stripped 
of all monuments of idolatry and instruments of superstition. 
Images and altars were to be removed, broken to pieces, and 
burned. As a matter of course, therefore, the altar which orna- 
mented the east end of Mauchline church would after the pas- 
sing of this act be taken down, if it had not been previously 
displaced and destroyed. And as if to make the desecration 
of the old edifice as complete as possible, the chancel or in other 
words the holy of holies was, if not just then some time after- 
wards, secularised by its conversion into a schoolroom. A 
pulpit with precentor's desk in front was also erected in the 
church, and either for reasons of conveniency or with the view 
of uprooting all associations of sanctity with the eastern end 
of the building, the pulpit was placed against the south wall, 
and both minister and precentor were directed to set their faces 
like the seething pot in the prophet's vision towards the north. 
In the days when people, still alive, remember its appearance, 
the old church was crowded with galleries, each of which was 
approached by a separate staircase. Over the old school room 
at the east end was the common loft, and at the west end there 
was a corresponding gallery called the Auchinleck loft. In 
front of the pulpit against the north wall there were between 
the east and west lofts two small galleries, separated by a large 



Churcfies, Manses, and Churchyards. ii 

window, and these were named respectively the Patron's and 
the Ballochmyle lofts. On the south wall to the east of the 
pulpit there was another gallery, so diminutive that it looked 
like a tent bed in a state of elevation. This was the Barskim- 
ming gallery. And the probability is, a probability amounting 
almost to certainty, that each of these galleries was erected after 
the Reformation, and that the names attached to them indicated 
at whose cost and for whose convenience they were respectively 
erected. Down stairs in the area of the church the sitting-room 
was practically confined to the space between the drops from 
the east and west lofts. The part under the east loft was par- 
titioned off as has been said for a school-room, and the part 
under the west loft was unseated, and served as a vesti- 
bule to the large north-west door. Down the centre of the 
church from the vestibule in the west end to the partition in 
the east end stretched the communion tables with their sur- 
rounding seats. From the north and south walls pews ex- 
tended out to the passages on either side of the space set apart 
for communion. Under the drop of the west loft and running 
up to the south wall was the seat known to sinners as the re- 
pentance stool, or to speak more correctly the place of public 
repentance. Its designation, however, was a charitable misno- 
mer, for except the back seats in the galleries it was about the 
least public place in all the church. I have not heard, but I 
suppose that a slight elevation above the other seats in 
front gave to the stool its requisite and much dreaded 
prominence. 

And the old church of Mauchline as thus crowded with gal- 
leries and packed with sittings was a fair specimen of country 
churches about the beginning of this century. But the old 
church had not always since the Reformation the appearance I 
have described. It was not till 1775 that fixed tables and seats 
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for communion were erected. Previous to that date the centre of 
the area was an open space filled on communion days with re- 
movable tables and benches. And at a still earlier date there 
were strictly speaking no sittings at all. Pews are of modern 
origin. People at one time either stood and knelt by turns 
during the service, or they brought stools with them to church 
for their own accommodation.* In 1604 the Kirk Session of 
Aberdeen ordained that all women of honest reputation who 
could afford to provide themselves with stools should have 
stools in kirk to sit upon in time of preaching and prayers. The 
disposal of these stools was generally entrusted to the beadle, 
and the gratuities he received for accommodating people 
with stools formed one of the perquisites by which his pay 
was made up. In 1662 the mother of the church officer at 
Fenwick craved the Kirk Session for some of the benefit that 



* In some ancient churches it was customary for the people to stand during; the 
sermon, and in others for the people to sit. Augustine in one of his sermons says, 
' I sit in preaching to you, and you are at the pains of standing to hear me.' In 
another part of his writings he says '* it is better ordered in some foreign churches, 
where not only the preachers sit while they teach the people, but seats are also 
provided for the audience lest any wearied with long standing should be hindered 
from attention, or forced to leave the church." When people, however, had seats 
for silting on during the sermon it was customary for them to stand during the 
reading of the gospel. 'While the holy gospel is being read,* says Chrysostom, 
* we do not attend in a careless posture, but standing up with much gravity we so 
receive the message, yea the greatest potentate on earth stands up also with awful 
reverence, takes not the liberty to cover his head with his imperial diadem, but in 
all submissive manner behaves himself in the presence of God who speaks in those 
sacred gospels." And in the Scottish Service Book (Laud's liturgy) of 1637, it was 
directed that when the minister should announce the reading of the gospel, " the 
people all standing up should say * glory to Thee oh Lord,' " and at the end of the 
gospel when the presbyter shall say so endeth the gospel, ** the people shall answer, 
'thanks to Thee oh Lord,' all still reverently standing up." — Alliance rf Divine 
Offices^ pages 177-8 and 164. 

In the Session Records of Aberdeen for 1606 complaint is made of the burgh 
officers for sitting in public houses and drinking during the time of sermon, and 
order was given that they " should stand each he/ore his cfwn bailie in church,^ 
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her son derived from his lucrative appointment. The Session 
instructed the officer to allow his mother the fees at baptisms, 
and " to have what advantage she could make of the church 
chairs and stools." And these stools were occasionally used for 
other purposes than letting and sitting upon. As a famous 
judge, who was a humourist as well, once said in delivering 
judgment on a question about church sittings, " the area of the 
church was in former times left void, and people brought their 
stools with them, which they threw at the minister if they did 
not like his doctrine." 

This account of the interior of old churches enables us to 
understand how fairs could be held within churches, as from 
the terms of several old Acts of Parliament they seem to have 
been. On what were proclaimed as fair days pedlars, with per- 
mission of the church wardens, would set up their stalls in the 
open space of the church, against the walls or wherever they 
found it convenient, and people would repair to these stalls for 
all kinds of fancy merchandise, as they would now-a-days go 
to a bazaar.* 

It may seem strange to us that there should have been fairs 
in churches, or in any of the sacred enclosures around churches. 
The word fair, however, is derived from feria^ which originally 
meant festival, and here is the way in which a modern author, t 
zealous as any Anglican or Scotch Episcopalian can be for the 
honour of the ancient Catholic Church, accounts for the origin 
of fairs. " Monasteries," he says, " were places of such general 



• In his article on Luther and Erasmus Mr. Froude states that in the great days 
of the indulgence sales, ** The sale rooms were churches, the altars were decorated, 
the candles lighted, the arms of St. Peter blazoned conspicuously on the roof. Tet- 
zel from the pulpit explained the efficacy of his medicines." In 157 1 the General 
Assembly passed an act inhibiting civil magistrates from holding courts in kirks. 

t Rev. Dr. Gordon, author of " Monasticon." 
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resort that they were often the stage of mercantile as well as 
sacred transactions. The great concourse of people that gen- 
erally assembled around religious houses on holy days required 
refreshment. This suggested the idea of gainful trade to traf- 
fickers who repaired thither not only with victuals and drink, 
but different other articles of merchandise which they disposed 
of amongst the crowd." The same author in describing the 
priory of St Andrews, says that to the west of the prior's house 
was the cloister, and in it was held the Senzie Fair on the 
second week of Eacter. The stalls of the merchants had thus 
the advantage of being covered in, and it does not require a 
great stretch of imagination to suppose that if stalls were once 
allowed in the cloisters, and the cloisters were found insufficient 
to accommodate the traders, either charitable or pecuniary con- 
siderations would permit still further encroachment on the holy 
ground.* 

The pew system was introduced into the Church of Scot- 
land by degrees. Prior to the Reformation there were at least 
some desks or seats to be seen in Scottish churches. In 1560, 
the year of the Reformation, an order was given for the purifi- 
cation of Dunkeld Cathedral. The work was to be thoroughly 
done. The persons charged with it were " to pass incontinent 
to the Kyrk and tak doun the haill images thereof, and bring 
them forth to the kirk zayrd and burn them opinly." They 
were also **to cast doun the altaris and purge the kyik of 
all kynd of monuments of idolatry." But to these instructions 
there was a postscript added, " fail not bot ze tak guid heid 



• The constitution or opening of the fair was long after the Reformation a matter of 
great solemnity. In 1633 the Town Council of Dumbarton ordained that " magis- 
trates. haill burgesses and inhabitants ahould go out and meet the guiddes coming 
to the faire, and convoye the samine to stand at this burgh on Wednesday nixt, as 
ihey shall \yt warnit be the officer or l)c sound of «Irum." 
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that neither the dasks, windocks nor duris be ony wise hurt or 
broken.*' It was long after the Reformation, however, before 
there were many desks to be seen in Scottish churches, and still 
longer before churches were filled with pews. From certain 
entries in old records it would seem that the seats first erected 
in churches in this country were for the benefit of ladies of 
rank. In 1603, for instance, the Kirk Session of Stirling re- 
fused liberty to the Commissar of the town " to big ane remo- 
vabill dask for his wyff before that seat pertaining to my Lady 
Countess of Argyll." The session apparently thought it some- 
what presumptuous in the Commissar aspiring to set up a desk 
for his wife close by the Lady of Maccallum. Four and twenty 
years later, however, the same Kirk Session were more accom- 
modating to people that had no handles to their names, for in 
1627 they gave orders to their treasurer **to build ane seat be- 
fore Margaret Erskine her scat for the minister his wyff and 
for all succeeding minister's wyfifis cftcr her." It was not till 
long after that date that ministers' wives generally were pro- 
vided with scats in church. In 1700 the minister of Riccarton 
complained to the Presbytery of Ayr that he had no seat 
allowed him in the church for the accommodation of his family. 
And the minister of Mauchline was no better off in that res- 
pect, for although it is minuted in the Session Records that on 
the 23rd Nov. 1698, "the Session appointed the heritors and 
elders to meet at the kirk by ten of the clock on Wednesday 
next, the 30th instant, about the business of furnishing a seat 
in the church to the minister's family," it is stated in the re- 
cords of Presbytery that Mr. Maitland in 1703 complained that 
a family seat had not yet been provided for him.* 



* The minister of Galston had the privilege of a family seat in church in 1650, 
but he had to erect the seat at his own cost, as the following minute of Session 
shows, '*The same day it was granted to the minister to build a single desk betwix 
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Down to about the middle of the 17th century there were 
very few desks or seats in church, and where there were any 
they were erected generally by individual persons at their own 
expense and with the sanction of the Kirk Session.* In the 
session records of Galston we find repeated applications to the 
Kirk Session between 1626 and 1656, or even later, for liberty 
to " mak and set up ane desk." In some instances the applica- 
tion is made by an heritor for himself, in another instance by 
an heritor for his tenants, and in a third case by seven persons 
for a joint seat In 1637 a very notable resolution was passed 
by the Galston session .to the effect " that the whole daskes of 
the kirk be maid of one form, and all of one kind of timber, 
either of oake or firr." About the time of Cromwell's protec- 
torate seats in churches had become much more numerous 
than they were twenty years previously, and they were 
often erected without authority. In the Burgh Records of 
Glasgow there is an order minuted in 1656 to repair "furmes 
that they may be kept for the use of old men and young 
men of quality, and not for every common man as they 
are now." And in the same year the following minute was 
entered in the same records. The Council, " tacking to their 
consideration the great abuse lately begun and crept in by the 
setting of so many chyris, stools, and other fixit saitis in all the 
churches within this burghc be all manner of persons promis- 



the foresaid seatt and the pulpit, provyding it injure not these that sitt beyond nor 
the standing of the communion tabiles." 

• The following minute in the Fenwick Session Records of date February, 1645, 
gives one a pretty clear notion of what was the interior appearance of a parish 
church in Scotland aljout the middle of the seventeenth century. "The Session, 
considering the prejudice the people sustained by the multiplying of furmes towards 
the bossome of the church, ordanis from henceforth that no furmes be placed about 
the cuinzics (that is corner^, the church being shaped like the letter T) neither that 
any persons remove their ncighbouTs seat without advice of the Session, otherwise 
to l>e found censurable." 
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cuouslie without any warrand," resolve to cause the same to be 
removed, and to forbid the erection or placing of any seats in 
churches " but by warrant of magistrates." And very unseemly 
squabbles about these desks and forms were about that time 
and fifty years afterwards of frequent occurrence in churches.* 
One or two such tumults occurred in Mauchline church. In 1677 
John Reid of Merkland was summoned before the Session to 
answer for his conduct on the Saturday before the Communion, 
The conduct libelled was contention about the occupancy of a 
church seat. One witness deponed that he saw Merkland " rug ■ 
at William Ross of Hillhead and two others, and cast away 
William Ross's bonnet." Another witness deponed that he 
saw Merkland strike Ross on the back " with his nief and 
thrust him out at the desk door." And this was not the only 
row at the communion of 1677. On the same day as Merk- 



' In the recordi or che Kiik Session of Dumbarlcin ihe following minuie occun, 
and gives us a good idea of church life and church strife at ihe period il refers to, 
a/th Feb. 1620. " In regard . . of the misbehaviour of Johne Robisonne, couper, 
on the ane part, stiyveing id be in ane datk, alledgand to have lyt Ihairto, and of 
Umphri Dciinie, Waller Boquhanan, couper, to hald him out, the minister being 
in the pulpit, Ihe session ordainis the said dask to be remorit from the part il i!<, 
and to set it neiiesl the kirk doot, and none but the por petsonnis to sit in il quhil 
it be tijit qho hes ryl to it." In the records ol the Preabjlcry of Ayr there is an 
account of a wrangle id 164J, in the church of Cuyllon, between the Laird of Laig- 
land and the gudman of Corbislon about the removal and selling of a seat. Il is 
■aid that in their contenlion they waited so hot Ihal they " offered to strike one an^ 
other." The same year the laird of Maxwood was summoned before the session of 
Galston lor "doing someabuse and disorder in the kirk," by enlarging his own dask 
and breaking the dask of his neighbour, and he was found I0 have done wrong and 
crenleil scandal thereby. In the Kirk Session Records of Fenwick for 1646 there 
b menlion of people being delated to the session and made to acknowledge their mis- 
beluiviour for "removing and braking others seats' in the church." Squabbles about 
•illing ground seem to have occurred too when congregnlions met in the fields. In 
1647 a man was summoned to appear before the Kirk Session ol Fenwick for " hii 
inhumnn throwing of Elizabeth White over a brae lo the haurd of her life, which 
was done before the congregation which was necessital to meil in the fields because 
ol the greal confluence of Ihe people of olher congregations whose pasture (jiV) wer 
from home' 
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land was called to account, one John Mitchell was brought be- 
fore the Session and was " challenged with violently casting 
Helen Hardie from off the face of a desk upon the communion 
Sabbath morning." This, it will be observed, was in the saintly 
days of the persecution, and in a parish that was one of the 
Covenanters' strongholds. 

It might be too general a statement to say that it was out of 
these squabbles that the orderly pew system originated. It is 
certain, however, that such squabbles did in some instances at 
least lead to the introduction of pews in churches. In the year 
1658 there was a dispute in Rothesay about " the room of the 
kirk where Scoulag's desk was,*' and the dispute we may be 
sure was characterised by the well known perfervour of the 
Celtic islanders. Some people of the name of Bannatyne 
alleged that the said " room " belonged to them, and that their 
predecessors " had a form there whereupon they sat, and upon a 
stool before the same." This right they further alleged had 
been exercised from time immemorial till last Sabbath, when 
they were desired to rise and make room for some of Scoulag's 
tenants. The following Monday the Bannatyne stool was 
broken by Scoulag or one of his agents. "Wherefore 
the saids claimers desired the Session that the said desk 
might be removed, and they restored to their own interest, 
that they might build a desk for themselves" in that part 
of the church. The consideration of this case opened up the 
whole question of " sitting room in church." Old records 
were searched, and the legal bearings of Acts and customs 
regarding the reparation and maintenance of Church fabrics 
were considered. "The Provost in name of the town de- 
clared that there was a division of the kirk betwixt the burgh 
and the landward, and that the burgh's part was thirteen cuples 
nearest the quier," that is nearest the east end. On being asked 
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his authority for that statement, he answered, " that in repairing 
and roofing of the kirk so much was the burgh's proportion, 
and that the burgh had given out land for upholding so much 
of the kirk yearly." It is stated that the Kirk Session on con- 
sideration of these premises did, " with consent of the heritors," 
ratify the said division of the church, and ordain " that the 
burgh shall have these thirteen cuples which they yearly up- 
hold to build seats in for the townsmen, and that the landward 
shall have from that down to the west gavill to build seats in " 
for the remaining parishioners. And the erection of seats was 
ordered to be proceeded with at once. The landward part of 
the area was divided among the heritors ** according to their 
interest and free rent," and a wright was employed to erect the 
seats according to a scheme that will be best, although very 
ungrammatically, expressed in the words of the minute, 
" Whensoever the workman is come and builds the first seat, 
the next in order shall without delay employ him to sett up his 
also, which if he does not (being advertised twenty-four hours 
beforehand) it shall be leisum to the next in order after him to 
employ the workman and to set up the seat in the other's 
room." 

At what particular date seats were first introduced into 
Mauchline church, and how slowly or rapidly they increased in 
number it is not easy to determine, because our Session Records 
go no further back than 1669. From occasional entries in the 
oldest book of extant minutes of session it would seem that in 
1669 the church was well but not fully occupied with seats. 
The elders had at that date a seat for themselves, for in 1671 
there was paid by the Kirk Session a sum of 20s. Scots ** for 
dressing the elders' sait" In the month of August of the same 
year liberty was granted by the Kirk Session to Robert Miller 
** to build a seat at the back of Auchmannoch seat." In 1673 
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William Mershell was allowed in the east loft as much room 
as would accommodate four persons. In 1693 Robert M*Gavin 
of Dyke was "appointed to re-edifie his foir-fathers* daske, 
being next to Merkland*s seat." But in 1703 there was no 
seat for the minister's family, and we may be very sure that 
when such was the case there would be many other families 
in the Parish without seats in church. *" 

It was originally the Kirk Session and not the heritors that 
granted or refused liberty to people to erect seats in churches. 
And when pews came to be regarded as a necessary part of a 
church's equipments we find it minuted in Presbytery and other 
records that " the heritors, with the minister and session, are to 
meet themselves and adjust the allocation of the sittings." t 
Besides granting liberty to individual persons to build seats in 
churches Kirk Sessions occasionally expended part of the 
" stock " or funds in their hands for the erection of pews, and 
then rented or rouped these pews for the accommodation of the 
public and the benefit of the poor. As recently as 1775 the 
Kirk Session of Mauchline reported to the Heritors that " there 
was a decrease in their stock to the extent of ;^ii, i6s. 4d." 
This decrease, it was explained, was caused by an outlay in 
erecting seats in the area of the church, but it was added as 
proof of the wisdom of that outlay that the rents derived from 
these seats was equal to an interest of 30 per cent, per annum 
on the sum spent. 



• In 1 7 10 it was reported to the Presbytery of Ayr that " the kirk of Stair wants 
a bell, regular seats, and reparation of the roofs and windows." In 1698 the min- 
ister of Sorn complained to the Presbytery " that there is not a kirk-yard dyke, nor 
a pulpit, nor a common loft in the church, nor a schoolmaster in the parish, nor a 
bridge over the water, nor utensils for the sacraments." 

t Case of Riccarton, 1723, in records of Presbytery of Ayr. In 1739 the Court 
of Session declared that the disposal of the area of a church pertains to the heritors 
and not to tlic minister and kirk session. 
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It need scarcely be said, for all are aware of the fact, that 
when a parish church is built now-a-days it must be provided 
with pews to accommodate two thirds of the examinable persons 
in the parish. The sittings are then allocated by the sheriff of 
the county among the different heritors, according to their 
valued rental or their assessed expenses in the building of the 
church. In the sittings allocated to them the heritors have the 
privilege of accommodating their tenants in the first instance 
to the exclusion of all other people. The consequence is that 
in nearly every parish a large number of parishioners have great 
difficulty in finding seats in church. They desire to obtain a 
seat or part of a seat from which they will not be extruded, and 
it is only by an act of grace and during the donor's pleasure 
that they can get such a privilege. This state of the law is the 
most serious grievance that the members of the Church of Scot- 
land have to complain of. The Moderator of the General Assem- 
bly 1883, thought the matter of such grave importance that he 
gave it a prominent part in his closing address. " There is a 
question,'' he said, " which will soon press itself on the consider- 
ation of the national Church in connection with its home work, 
viz., how to provide accommodation in our churches for those 
that desire to wait on our ministrations. The Church would 
then become more truly the Church of the nation, and the 
house of God for all. Nay," he went the length of saying, 
" one is sometimes tempted to go even further, and to wish that 
our parish churches were replenished with rush bottomed chairs 
like the naves of cathedrals." And Dr. Rankine has not been 
the first man to give expression to these views. The well known 
ecclesiastical lawyer Pardovan,* who wrote in the beginning of 

* So necessary a part of every minister's library was Pardovan's book considered 
when it was first published, that Presbyteries enjoined the purchase of it on their 
members. The following minute occurs in the records of the Presbytery of Ayr, 
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last century, says, " it would look more impartial like, and re- 
semble more that humility love and sympathy recommended 
to Christians by the Apostles, and would look liker the sub- 
jects of Christ's kingdom which is not of this world, if church 
members would take their seats in the church without respect 
of their civil character, as they do at the Lord's table." There 
is certainly some ground for dissatisfaction with the present 
law and custom of the church in regard to church sittings. The 
proposed plan of open pews, however, would probably lead to 
other evils. It might prevent parents getting their children 
seated beside themselves. It might lead also to an unseemly 
scramble for favourite places. Lord Hailes, in the judgment 
already quoted from, says in regard to the plea, " that the inha- 
bitants of a parish arc to have seats at random and indiscrimin- 
ately, so that he who comes first to the church will have his 
choice — this might have done very well in former times, when 
people sat on their own stools, but it will not do in our age." 
Good order requires a division of church sittings ; and there 
would almost need to be in every country parish some standing 
committee appointed by the heritors to ascertain what seats are 
not fully occupied, and to dispose of these from time to time 
in such a way as will best serve the public interest 

Mention has been made of the galleries that crowded the old 
Church. The gallery was what might be termed a Protestant 
institution. One of the chief distinctions between the old 
Catholic and the new Protestant modes of service, was that 



1 710, January 19th, ** Those who have not taken of Pardovan's book are to do it." 
It would appear too that a few years later a similar injunction was laid on ministers 
10 possess themselves of Wodrow's great work. A minute of Presbytery in 1719 
states that "several of the brethren have signed and payed in the money to Mr. 
Robert Wodrow towards the printing of the history of the sufferings in the Church 
of Scotland since the year 1660, conform to the Act of Synod, and the deficients 
have all engadged to do it." 
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preaching was held of much greater account in the latter than 
in the former. Long ago it was just occasionally that people 
were treated to sermon by their Catholic priests, and in some 
places abroad a sermon is seldom heard of in a church at the 
present day. There used to be a bell rung at a certain stage 
of the service when there was to be a sermon.* This 
was called the sermon bell, because it was rung when there was 
to be sermon, and it was not rung when there was to be no 
sermon. And says an old author whom I shall have occasion 
to quote frequently, " sermons were rare, very rare in these days, 
in some places but once a quarter and perhaps not then, had 
not authority strictly enjoined them." People in these olden 
times went to church to kneel and pray and receive the blessed 
sacrament from the priest's own hands and it was only on some 
special occasion (as when some itinerant preacher with the 
gift of oratory came round to the church on his tour) that 
there was preaching. But the Reformers in Scotland changed 
all that They cried up preaching and cried down priesthood. 
Every Sabbath they had preaching in church — in fact preach- 
ing twice a day on Sunday — and in the course of the week 
they had a supplementary diet of discourse. It was not an 
open space therefore for standing or kneeling in that they 
wanted in church, but as much sitting room as possible for the 
accommodation of the whole of the parish throughout a long 
service. They had accordingly to make the most of the room 
they had in existing churches, and hence galleries. 

The galleries in our old church were probably all erected 
since the Reformation. The only one that could possibly have 



II 



All ringing and knowling of bells in the time of the letany high mass &c., 
was interdicted by the injunctions of Edward the VI. and Queen Elizabeth, except 
one bell in convenient time to be rung before the sermon." L'Estrange, Alliance 

172t 
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been erected before that date without interfering with the 
ritual was the west or Auchinleck gallery. The very name 
given to that gallery however, let alone other considerations, 
indicates that it was a post- Reformation structure and was put 
up at the cost of one particular heritor for the special benefit 
of himself and his tenantry or dependants. And it was quite 
common long ago for individual heritors with permission of the 
Kirk Session to erect galleries in Parish Churches. Very 
rude structures too these sometimes were. As recently as 1676 
an heritor of Galston asked leave from his kirk session to build 
a loft in that part of the church which had been allowed him 
by a decreet of the Lord Justice Clerk. The request was 
granted on two conditions. One of these was that the 
petitioner should "quat that room of the kirk which he 
presentlie possesses," and the other was that he should " cover 
the soles of the loft with deals that it may not be prejudicial to 
them which are below." The galleries in Mauchline Church 
were probably erected not very long after the Reformation. 
There is no reference to the erection of any of them in the 
extant session records, which go back to 1669, and there are 
references in our oldest minutes of session to some of 
the galleries as having been then erected, and so long ago that 
they were in need of repairs. In 1691 there was a sum of 12s. 
scots paid to the smith for mending the key and lock of the 
west loft door, and in 1673 there was liberty granted by 
plurality of votes in the session to William Marshall, merchant, 
to have " as much rowme as will contain four persons in the 
foresyd of the easte lofte beside Alexander Peathin his seat." 

One of the galleries I have said was a common loft And the 
phrase common loft is one that occurs very frequently in old 
Session and Presbytery records. Every church was supposed 
to have its con^mon loft When there was no common 
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loft in a church complaint was made, and a common 
loft was ordered to be built. This common loft seems 
to have been in some cases built by the heritors jointly — 
in some cases by the Kirk Session with the funds or stock in 
their trust — and in some cases by private speculators who were 
allowed by the Kirk Session the privilege of a modified pro- 
prietorship, to recoup their outlay and reward them with inter- 
est for their public spirit. In Mauchline the common loft had 
apparently been put up by the heritors, for in 1771 there is re- 
ference in a minute of heritors* meeting to the east loft as be- 
longing to them corporately, and as being, with the exception 
of one seat claimed by Mr. Gibb of Greenhead, let by them for 
sittings. In Cumnock, however, the common loft had been 
built by the Kirk Session, as appears from the following sen- 
tence in the minute of the Presbyterial visitation of that parish 
in 1708, '* It was complained by Mr. Alexander Drummond 
that some of the poor's money was employed to build a new 
common loft in the church, and the Presbytery, judging that 
this was an alienation of the poor's money, and that the said 
expense did ly upon the heritors, did recommend it to them to 
refund the session." In Dunfermline there was a common loft 
built by a private speculator, and the conditions on which it 
was built are thus set forth in a minute of Kirk Session, dated 
1647,* " Robert Sharp, wright in Pittencrieff, gave in to the min- 
ister and elders of the Kirk Session a stent of the haill particu- 
lar seats and classes within the new loft buildit by him and 
John Sharp his brother, on the north-east end of the said kirk, 
for the greater ease and relief to the said Kirk Session." It 
was then minuted that Mr. Sharp should receive the several 
stents — or purchase money — from such as should enter and take 



* Sec Lee's Lectures, Vol. IL 399. 
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possession of the seats. " Likewise in case the said seats shall 
be long in selling the said Robert shall have power to take 
annual rent therefor, conform to the Act of Parliament, fra 
those that shall be long in entering thairto. Likeas the said 
Robert is content herewith and obleiss him no to trouble or 
crave the Session hereafter for any further payments to him 
for the said loft and seats therein, and he received the key 
thereof, providing that those who shall enter to the said seats 
and rooms shall come to the Session and get their license, and 
act thereupon fra the Session, acknowledging the poor for the 
same." The seats in these common lofts were (during last cen- 
tury at least) generally let by roup to the highest bidders. This 
was not only the best way to recoup outlay and bripg in rev- 
enue for the benefit of the poor, but it was the only effectual 
mode of settling claims for sittings between competing appli- 
cants. Our records shew that in 1776 (as one example) the 
seats in the common loft, ten in number, were let by roup for 
;^S, 8s. lod, one of the front seats realising 22s. 6d, and the 
other 1 6s. 6d. And in 1775 the Kirk Session extended the 
common loft system by seating the central part of the area 
downstairs, and letting the seats there also with the proviso 
that on communion days these seats should be used by 
communicants as table seats. 

From pews and galleries I pass on now to the other furnish- 
ings and equipments of churches. 

A bell is now-a-days considered a necessary part of the 
equipment of a Parish Church. And from the way in which 
we read in the very oldest Session Records of the first bell 
the second bell and the third bell on Sunday we might 
conclude that every Parish Church in Scotland had always been 
provided with a bell, and that without a bell congregations could 
not be convened. And such is the case. The heritors of a 



ChurcfieSy Manses, and Churchyards. 27 

landward Parish have always since the burden of providing and 
upholding churches devolved on them had to procure a bell for 
the church. There is a curious statement however in a book 
published in 171 5 by a Mr. Morer, who was a minister in Lon- 
don, and had previously served in Scotland as chaplain to a 
regiment. " Bells, he says, they (the Presbyterians in Scotland) 
have none or very rare excepting the saint's bell to call the 
Presbytery or Congregation together/** Whatever we make of 
that statement however there was a bell attached to the church 
of Mauchline from the earliest times of which we have any 
account in our Parish Records. In 1671 there was paid by the 
session ;^8. 14s., for "stocking " the bell and in 1673 there was 
a further sum of £5 paid for dressing the bell and providing 
iron for it. And long ago there was a stone belfry on the 
church. There is an entry in the Session Records of payment 



* The saint's bell as usually defined in dictionaries was just the bell that never 
was used in the service of the Church of Scotland. Mr. Morer's statement prob- 
ably means that the Presbyterians use no bell except the great church bell for 
assembling the congregation, and that they have no such ringing of bells in the 
middle of service as the Catholics have. Regarding the phrase '* the saint's 
bell" it may be remarked that Dr. Sprott says **our old parish Churches usually 
bore the names either of New Testament saints, or of the early missionaries who 
planted the gospel in our land,'* and that " when these names are forgotten they 
can sometimes be discovered from the day of the old Parish fair which was usually 
held on the anniversary of the Parish saint." There must have been more saints in 
Mauchline once than there are now if there was a separate one commemorated at 
each of the annual fairs. Can the name of any saint be buried in the word Mauch- 
line ? No such origin has ever yet been assigned to the name of our Parish, and so 
far as I can ascertain none of our fairs has been held on the day of any saint whose 
name could etymologically form a foundation for the word Mauchline. The 
Mauchline race has long been held on the last Thursday of April, and in the Book 
of Days the name of one of the saints associated with the 25th April is St. Maughold 
or Macallius of the Isle of Man in the 6lh century. — {Proi'erbs 26, verse 19 
last clause ! ! ) To speak seriously, however, these were in Ayrshire fairs 
named after particular saints. The Galston fair is sometimes in the old Session 
Records (17 1 3 for instance) called St. Peter's fair, and it was held either on St. 
Peter's day, 29th June, or when Sunday made that impracticable, on the first 
convenieDt day afterwards, 
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to a smith for sundry " pieces of work for the bell house or 
steeple'' and in 1691 there is another entry of i8s. scots 
expended " at the bringing home of the stones to the steeple." 
That old steeple however was not so tenacious a piece of mason 
work as the rest of the church, for in 1775 at a meeting of 
heritors it was reported that " the whole frame about the bell 
was loosened and the bell in danger of falling at ringing." In 
the last days of the old church, there was a wooden belfry on 
the east gable. It was formed by two parallel upright beams 
about three feet apart, resting on the staircase and held together 
by a series of cross bars, while it was bound to the wall by iron 
brackets. People say that previous to the erection of this 
wooden monstrosity the bell was suspended from one of the 
boughs of the ancient ash that stood in the churchyard. This 
would likely be after 1775 when the frame was so loosened that 
it was unsafe to ring the bell. Grave elderly persons still 
flourishing among us like green bay trees, and whom we could 
scarcely suspect of having ever been guilty of improper pranks, 
are not ashamed to tell that in their youth it was reckoned 
one of the highest achievements of village valour to despise 
parochial authority and set the bell a ringing. Wedding 
peals were sometimes extemporised in that way and 
occasionally the villagers were roused from their slum- 
bers by midnight revellers mimicking the monks of old and 
tolling unholy matins. That was a species of larking which 
Mr. Auld neither enjoyed nor approved ; and in 1773 he repre- 
sented to the heritors the propriety of so securing the bell rope, 
that it would not be in the power of every passer by to ring the 
bell. But it does not seem that this well meant representation 
had much effect, for in 1778 and close upon the sacrament season 
if not actually on the very night after the thanksgiving Monday 
there was a tremendous clanging heard over the town, and then 
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as if the tongue of the bell had been seized by an upper air 
policeman, there was an instantaneous and dead silence. Next 
morning when people looked over to the churchyard the 
mystery was revealed, for there was the bell standing on end, 
mouth uppermost, like a duck petrified in the act of diving. 
Such a daring deed of profane mischief was of course not 
allowed by the kirk session to pass unnoticed. On the Tues- 
day after the sacrament the session met to distribute the 
communion charities, and they minuted that they had been 
"informed of vagrants in the night time causing disturbance by 
the ringing of the bell and otherwise." An inquisition was 
therefore set on foot, and the church officer was examined 
about his knowledge of the affair. And to the credit of the 
kirk session be it said that the offenders were soon tracked 
out, and on the following Sunday were brought up for church 
censure. Not a bad parochial court of justice it will thus be 
seen was the kirk session in those old rough times and 
especially when it had for its head and guide such a strong- 
minded, sagacious man as Daddy Auld. 

Besides a bell the old church was graced with a clock, or 
knock as it is termed in the older records.* The knock house 
stood in a little gallery called the knock loft, built against the 
inside of the east gable. A narrow inside stair led to the 
knock house from the east loft, and people still alive remember 
this stair and likewise a hole in the gable through which the 
shaft that bore the handles of the knock protruded. It is 
evident that the knock was placed in the Church at a very 



♦ This it would seem from Mr. Morcr's account of Scotland was nothing unusual. 
While the Scottish churches are generally destitute of all bells except the saint's 
bell, he says " yet on the steeples besides the hand dial they have an engine to 
show the change or age of the moon." Whether any such lunar chronometer ever 
was erected in Mauchline church there is no record that I know of to shew, but 
there was as I have said a commoB clock. 
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early period, long before the date of the first extant minute of 
Kirk Session. As far back as 1674 there is reference in the 
Records to the knock. And a very primitive piece of 
mechanism it had been. The handles were of wood, and it is 
doubtful if the face was not so also. In 1675, the knock and 
the knock house were both suffering so much from age, that 
they stood in need of considerable repairs. Nails to the value 
of 1 8s. 6d. Scots were needed for the knock-house, and for 
work done on the knock-house and repentance stool together, 
two pounds were expended. There were also at the same time 
five shillings paid for " nine dales to the Kirk and the palms of 
the knock." Two years afterwards ** the brod of the knock " 
needed painting, and this cost los. The knock was, in fact," both 
a rickety and a costly piece of furniture — continually in need of 
oil — and every now and again needing to be replenished with 
a new cord, a new nut, new rowers, new paces, a new back 
sprint, or a new something else. But it was regarded as a very 
useful piece of public property. It was both a civil and an 
ecclesiastical functionary. It showed the hour both on week 
days and Sabbaths, and regulated secular as well as spiritual 
affairs. Part of the cost of maintaining and repairing the clock 
was accordingly borne by the town. In 1682 the following 
entry was made in the records, " Given to Patrick Lermont for 
his dressing of the clock, December, 1680, £^ os. od., being the 
equal half of what he got betwixt town and session." This is 
the latest payment for the knock that I have discovered in the 
Session Records, but whether the knock was then allowed to 
run itself permanently down, or whether it continued to be 
oiled and painted, mended and renewed, from time to time for 
fifty or a hundred years afterwards, I cannot say. There was 
no clock face on the east gable of the old church within any 
living man's memory. But people who remember the old 
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church, remember the bones of an antiquated clock that lay in 
the old school-room. There is no doubt that that was the old 
church knock whose "brod" was painted in 1667, more than 
two hundred years ago. And a vigorous effort was made in 
the present century to rejuvenate the old clock. When the 
new church was built in 1829, the old clock was oiled and 
furbished once more, and placed in the square tower above the 
present vestry. Many rude repairs, too, were afterwards exe- 
cuted upon it by a village jack at all trades. But it was to no 
purpose. The clock was done both bodily and mentally. Its 
old knees knocked against each other, and in damp weather it 
suffered dreadfully from rheumatism. Its memory was gone 
too, and it forgot both the hours of the day and the days of the 
week. Worse than all, it became like an old dotard whom 
boys make mirth of. The birds of the air mocked at it and 
made fun of its infirmities. Crows and jackdaws, magpies and 
blackbirds, sparrows and chaffinches, not to speak of gallant 
robins and coquettish wrens, perched on its great wooden 
palms and swung them down to the half hour, and up on the 
other side to the twenty-five minutes. In fact, the modern 
idea of a revolving bird cage was doubtless taken from the 
old Mauchline clock in the year 1830. Public amusement, 
however, soon got satiated with this monotonous crow and 
jackdaw performance, and public patience got exhausted with 
a chronometer, that for giving the time of day could be no 
more depended on than a weathercock. Once more, therefore, 
and finally, the old clock was taken down from its post of 
honour, but not of usefulness, and was superseded by the 
modern indicator that now regulates the hours of divine service 
on Sundays, and of labour on week days. But, I am happy to 
announce to the lovers of local antiquities, that the old knock 
has not disappeared. Its machinery may still be seen and 
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examined on the landing above the vestry, as also its wooden 
palms and its copper dial plate, which either is what was called 
the brod in 1677. or ^^ 3. more recent substitute for what was 
originally a wooden face. 

The old church was, of course, lighted with windows, and in 
some parts of the old Records these windows are called glass 
windows. Now-a-days we should think such an expression 
redundant. At one period, however, there were windows in 
Scotland that were not glazed. The traveller Ray, writing in 
1 66 1, says, that in Scotland the fronts of the houses were made 
up with fir boards nailed over each other, with here and there 
round holes or windows, called shots, for people inside to put 
out their heads by. In the very best houses, even in palaces, 
he says, the windows at that date were never glazed all over, but 
were made up at the foot with wooden shuts to open and admit 
the air, as well as to let people see out* There was no unnec- 
essary verbiage, therefore, in calling the windows of the church 
glass windows. It might mean that the windows so designated 
were glazed all over, or that it was the upper portion of the 
windows that was referred to. We can understand also how it 
should be thought necessary when glass was scarce and costly 
to provide protection for glass windows. The protection com- 
monly made use of in churches was either a wire trellis, or great 



* In the Edinburgh Antiquarian Magazine, 1S49, there is an extract given from 
a Kirk Session Rec< rd, about a woman who was one Sunday sleeping in the 
churchyard, and whose head **fell on yee window and broke yec glasse.*' The 
writer, who gives this extract, asks, ** Arc we to infer, that however many windows 
were in the church only one had been filled with glass." In the Records of the 
Presbytery of Ayr, there is a statement of the repairs judged necessary to be made 
on Mauchline Church in 1719, and one of the items in this statement is "for 
glassing of the whole church 60 foot of glass." Not as much glass as would suffice 
now-a-days for one window. What disrepairs were put up with at one time may 
be conjectured from the fact, that in 1 701 it was reported to the Presbytery of Ayr, 
that the Kirk of Dalmellington " is wholly unglassed." 
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outside wooden shutters which were called storm boards. Among 
the repairs needed on Maybole church in 1718 there were men- 
tioned to the Presbytery, " glass to the windows of the church 
that is wanting, and wyer to the laigh windows." At one time 
there was a wire screen over the windows of Mauchline church, 
for in the note of repairs on the church submitted to the Pres- 
bytery in 1719, there is an entry of "60 foot of glass at 4s. scots 
perfoot,and 64foot of wyer at the same rate," Atan earlier period 
there were storm boards for covering the windows. In 1676 
there was expended, partly in the repair of these storm boards, 
and partly on lead, a sum of 19a 4d. And down" till near the 
end of last century there was much need of wire screens or win- 
dow shutters for the windows of the church, although it would 
seem that long before that time both the shutters and the wire 
had been removed. 

Till 1789 the school-room was in the east end of the church, 
and the church windows were consequently exposed to constant 
danger of breakage from boys. In those grand old times, too, 
more than a hundred years ago, when there were no policemen 
to interfere with individual liberty, there was far more mischief 
likely to arise from juvenile frolics than there is now. It can- 
not surprise us, therefore, to find that at a meeting of Kirk 
Session in 1782 it was reported that by reason of boys 
playing at ball and throwing stones, the glass windows both in 
the church and school-house had been broken in time past, and 
were liable every day to be broken in the same manner. It 
behoved the Kirk Session, accordingly, to take ways and means 
for protecting the property of which they were custodians, and 
it is interesting to see how they proceeded in that matter. The 
records tell us that the Session resolved, with the view of pre- 
venting such mischief in future, to warn the inhabitants by tuck 
of drum that if any person should be found guilty of breaking 
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church or school windows he should be prosecuted for three 
times the amount of damage done, and that the schoolmaster 
should be authorised to prosecute either children or parents 
as he thought proper. One cannot but admire the consum- 
mate knowledge of human nature displayed by the Kirk Ses- 
sion in this resolution. The warning by tuck of drum and pro- 
secution for triple damages must have spread dismay over the 
juvenile community — for it would scarcely occur to boys not 
old enough to have given over playing at hand ball and throw- 
ing stones, that no matter what amount of damages was sued 
for the court would order payment only of such damage as had 
been committed. But a loud bark sometimes saves the neces- 
sity of a sharp bite, and this seems to have been the kindly 
principle on which the Kirk Session of Mauchline proceeded 
in dealing with juvenile offenders. 

Now-a-days the maintenance and repair of the church fabric 
devolves entirely on the heritors of the parish. But at one time 
it was the Kirk Session and not the heritors that provided the 
means for defraying the cost of at least tear and wear. The 
sources from which these payments were usually made were 
penalties and church door collections, and this application of 
church door collections, after provision had been duly made for 
the poor, was, whether legal or not, seldom found fault with.* 
There is a curious minute bearing on this matter in the 
Session Records of Galston for 1675. The church of 
Galston had evidently been very ill lit, for in the records 
of Session there are several entries of permissions being 
granted to this man and the other to " break out a win- 
dow above his scat." These small apertures, however, did not 
suffice to light the body of the church properly, and the Session 
thought it their duty to provide other windows. And a favour- 



• Sec Lee's Evidence in I'ar. Lectures, ii., p. 397. 
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able opportunity was afforded them in 1675. A general col- 
lection had been made that year over the country for the relief 
of some Christians who had been taken captive by the Turks, 
but by the time the collection was made the relief was u 
sarj-. A goodly sum of money thus reverted to the s 
box, and the Session accordingly in striking out new windows 
in church resolved that they should "bepeyd out ofthe first end 
of the Turks' contribution." It was seldom, however, that Kirk 
Sessions had the luck to fall heir to unclaimed collections, and 
they had usualiy to pay their way out of their own proper funds. 
In 1636 the Session of Galston made an agreement with a 
slater that he should have four pounds for repairing the Kirk 
at present, and forty shillings yearly " for balding the said kirk 
water tight in all tyme coming." In the records ofthe Mauch- 
line Kirk Session, especially between 1670 and 1690, there are 
many old and curious entries of payments for church repairs. 
In some instances the language is antiquated, as " glassing new 
lozens in the church windows," mending the lock to the "bregan," 
getting cords for the " paizes," and providing fillet nails, mod 
nails, and single plainshers. I n other cases antiquated customs 
are disclosed, as for instance, the use of fog in slating. At the 
present day it is not uncommon in the better class of houses 
to find a lining of felt inserted between the wood and the slates. 
Long ago instead of felt it was fog that was used. The slates 
were rough and coarse, and in order to lie firm and close on 
the roof they needed a soft bedding. This was supplied by 
fog. There was some slating done on Mauchtine church both 
in 1677 and in 1686, and on the one occasion there was £1 1 is. 
spent in fog; while on the other there was paid for "seven 
sackfuls of fog, £,2 2s, od., Scota" And it was not in 
Mauchline only that fog was used in this way. In 1626 
there was a forfeited consignation given by the Session 
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of Galston to their officer " for powing of fog 
sclaitting of the Kirk." So far as I have noticed, it was alwayi 
nails that were used for fastening the slates to the roof of 
Mauchline church. But at one period, not very remote, wooden 
pins were employed for that purpose in some buildings, At_ 
an inspection of repairs on the Manse (or Kirk) of Straiton, ti 
1725, it was reported to the Presbytery that " both slating an4 
pointing were sufficient, and that having shifted sever;,l of the 
slates the tradesmen found about two inches of cover above the 
pin." It may seem strange to some of the abstemious people 
of this age, that a daily allowance of drink was always given 
to workmen long ago, whether they were employed on 
churches or on cottages, inside or outside, on terra firma or on 
chimney tops. But such is the case ; and we can understand 
that at a time when both tea and coffee were unknown as 
beverages, malt liquors may have been more requisite for " the 
working man " than they are now. In our Session Records 
there are frequent entries of payments for drink to workmen. 
In 1677 two slaters were employed on the roof of the church, 
and for every pound of wages paid them there was an eighth 
of a pound allowed them for drink. Masons and joiners had 
each a similar allowance, and charity, which is kind, occasionally 
gave a small tipple to paupers. In 1674 the Kirk Session 
devoted the liberal sum of i6s. Scots, for ale to Agnes Hunter 
on her death -bed. 

From the subject of churches 1 now pass on to the subject 
of manses, and as this is a subject that does not very much or 
very directly concern the general community, I shall not enter 
into it at any great length. 

Before the Reformation there were manses in Scotland for 
the Parochial clergy. In many cases, however, the Catholic 
incumbents, at or immediately before the Reformation, 
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when they saw what was coming, had the worldly wisdom 
to give their manses away in feus or long tacks to their 
relations and friends, and thus on the establishment of the 
reformed religion, the ministers found themselves excluded 
from what they considered their rightful residences. In 
1563 an Act of Parliament was passed to remedy this state of 
aRairs. In this Act it was declared that whether manses had 
been set in feu or tack, or had not, the ministers appointed to 
churches should have the principal manse of the parson or 
vicar, or as much thereof as should be found sufficient ; or else 
that a suitable "house should be built beside the Kirk" 
by those having right to the manse in tack or feu. In 3 
subsequent Act of Parliament passed nine years later, it was 
stated that " na gude execution " had followed on the Act 
1 563, in respect of its being " in divers pairtes doubtful and 
uncertain," and on this preamble more precise enactments 
which need not be specified were made,* Many other Acts ot 
Parliament anent manses followed at later dates. 

In the oldest records of our Kirk Session there is little said 
about the manse here. The earliest reference to the manse that 
1 have noticed in the Session Records is an entry in i6gi of 
the payment of 14s. scots to a mason, " for repairing the minis- 
ter's house." The Kirk Session, it will thus be seen, either were 
burdened or they burdened themselves in 1691 with at least 
some manse repairs. In the Presbytery Records there is refer- 
ence in 1646, and that is about as far back as these records go, 
to the manse at Mauchline. 

There have, as everyone knows, been great improvements in 
the housing of ail classes of people within the last three hun- 
dred or even the last one hundred years, and this improvement 
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has been shared by ministers as welt as others. Now-a-c 
the court orders a very high class of house for a manse — a house 
with at least three public rooms of goodly size and height of 
ceiling, and at least four bed-rooms, besides kitchen and other 
appurtenances. The only modem equipments that have not 
as yet been ordered by the court to be provided in new manses 
are a hoist and a telephone ! But former generations of minis- 
ters in Scotland had to content themselves with less roomy and 
less luxurious upputting. In the records of the Presbytery of 
Ayr there is a specification of a manse that was proposed to be 
built at Dalmellington in 1699, and as it was pronounced by the 
Presbytery to be a complete manse it will serve very fairly to 
shew us what were the current ideas on manse accommodation 
at the close of the seventeenth century. The manse is thus 
described; " threttie-six feet lenth and fourteen foot wide 
within the walls, threttine foot high of side walls, two fire rooms 
below and two fire rooms above and cumseiled, with window 
cases and boards, glasse, partition walls, and all that is neces- 
sary to make a compleat manse, with a barn of thrie couple 
lenth and a stable two couple lenth." And while this was the 
kind of complete new manse that some fortunate ministers 
were getting built there were much inferior manses that other 
ministers not so fortunate had to live in as best they could. In 
1705 there was a report given in to the Presbytery of the state 
of the manse at Symington, and in this report it was said "there 
is only a ball with a laigh chamber and another high chamber, 
with a barn and a brew house, by which account the Presby- 
tery judged there is no sufficient manse and office houses." * 



*Thc parish or Kirkmichiel hai been long famed 10 the county for its model ininic. 
The fallowing is ■ dcKriplinn of Kiikmicliiel Mmse in 1710. " A dwelling house 
having! laigh hull, a dry kitchen, a cellar aod a chambei in the lowest storrie, osatso 
three lire roomi in the upper stonie, two whereof are ceiled, with a barn, byte. 
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Early in last century manses were generally' thatched with 
straw,* In the statement of repairs on Coylton manse in 1698, as 
submitted to the Presbytery, it is said that "to thatch the manse 
wholly over is needful, which will take of straw sixty threave." 
And in addition to that quantity of straw there would be re- 
quired " twenty-six threave more for thatching the laigh house 
and some divetts thereto." In 1735 the manse of Auchinleck 
was a thatched house, and in 1 746, if not later, the manse of 
Dundonald was thatched. The practice of slating manses was 
nevertheless introduced in Ayrshire as far back at least as 1724. 
In the Presbytery Records of that year it is stated that the 
heritors of Girvan had " voluntarily yielded" which looks very 
like saying that they had been compelled of their own free will 
to put a slate roof on the ntanse of that parish. What is at pre- 
sent called the old manse of Mauchline, which was built, as an 
inscription over the door states, in 1730, was slated from the 
first, but the adjoining kitchen and brewhouse, which, according 
to the common plan of manse and offices would be of one 
storey, were covered with thatch. 

Something has already been said in this lecture about the 
windows in Scottish houses long ago, and much more need not 
be added now.t The common size of windows in manses last 
century was about three feet by two, and in some places, as at 
New Cumnock in 1707, they were protected by storm boards. 



Msble, and br«w house, and a cooll fold with a locked door in it, as tbc office houses 
iherelo belonging." 

* Churches ilto al one time were thatched, as appears fiom itn Act of Secret 
CouDcil, 1563. 

t Ailon, in his survey of Ayrshire (iSllfsays, "About fifty years ago the farm 
bousa in the county of Ayr were despicable hnvels, many of theni were buill in 
part and some allogelher of lucf, or of mud plastered on slakes and basket work. 
. . . The doois were seldooi more ihnn five feel high ; the windows about 18 
inches high and a foot wide, inio which glass ac&ometimci only boards, which conld 
be opened and shut at pleasure, ¥rere fixed." 
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In other places, and at a somewhat later date, the clumsy storm 
boards were superseded by wire trellises. In Kirkoswald 
manse, in 1 720. the whole amount of glass in the windows was 
a hundred square feet, and for the protection of the glass in the 
windows of the under storey there were i ^\ square feet of wire. 
The following is what is said in the Presbytery Records about the 
.windows in Dundonald manse in 1725, and it is of special interest, 
as shewing that at that date windows were not always if even 
generally glazed from top to bottom. — " Anent ihc windows Imp. 
to sash them of the upper storey and to make them of the laigh 
storey good and sufficient half glasse and half boards, will be 
ane hundred and threttie pounds scots. Item, to make the cases 
and casements of the upper storey, and to fill them with glasse 
and bands to them, and to make the laigh storey sufficient, 
ninety-six pounds. . . It will take £20:3, I3s. scots to make 
the manse sufficient, providing the heritors agree to the sashing 
of the middle storey, and it will take^i66, I2S. scots, providing 
the above windows be filled with glasse casements," 

It was very roughly that the interiors of manses were fin- 
nished a hundred and fifty years ago. The common form of floor- 
ing laigh rooms was by pavement. Among the things reported 
to the Presbytery in 1709 as being "presently wanting" at 
Dalmellington Manse was " pavement for a laigh room," and 
in 1744 it was found by the Presbytery on an inspection of 
Riccarton Manse, that " the west laigh room required to be 
laid with deals or to be pavemcnted." And how manse rooms 
were plastered early in last century, may be surmised from 
another note of what was presently wanting at Dalmellington 
manse in 1709, viz., "some lime for casting av\ upper and laigh 
room." If the upper and laigh rooms were ill-finished, much 
more so were the garrets. In inspecting a new manse in I739 
(he Presbytery of Ayr found that the attics were just one open 
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room — lumber room it might be termed — Irom one end of the 
house to the other, and they minuted that " the garret cannot 
be complete without a partition round the stair case head with 
a door in it." 

It is evident that there had been no such storms hereabouts 
in the winter of 1732-33, as there were last winter {1S83-84), 
for there could not have been any manse standing the following 
summer, in the condition in which the manse of St. Quivox was 
found in the summer of 1733. "The walls of the under storey," 
it was reported, " are all built with clay and (are weakened) with 
several bulges, rents and holes ; and the foundations of the 
west gavell (are) undermined, so as a stick of eighteen inches 
long can be put in through beneath the same." The manse. 
it was said, was also "very bare of thatch and rigging," and the 
"office-houses were deplorable." But deplorable as was the 
state of St. Quivox manse in 1733, it was nothing in comparison 
with that of Monkton manse in 1737. The Presbyterial power 
of description was fairly baffled in tr^'ing to show how near the 
verge of dissolution that tottering tenement of clay had come. 
" The south side wall from corner to corner, about two or three 
feet from each corner excepted," it was said, " was entirely bulged 
and flying from the gaviUs, so that in several parts it hangs 
nine inches over the plumb at four foot height from the founda- 
tion. Of four stone gavills which are in the house only one 
seems to have been built with lime, the other three with mud, 
and, upon the whole, we think the house can by no reparation 
be made sufficient, unless these insufficient walls {to wit . . ) be 
taken wholly down and rebuilt from the foundation, which in 
all probability would occasion the falling of the other parts." 

Pardovan says that ministers are obliged to leave their 
manses in as good condition as they were found in, but ihat 
^ore ministers can be made liable in that way, the Heritors 
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should move the Presbytery to have the manses in which they 
are interested declared free. At the settlement of every min- 
ister in a parish, therefore, there used to be a regular inspection 
of the manse by the Presbytery and competent tradesmen, as 
there is yet, although not now in so thorough a manner, and a 
formal judgment on the state of the manse was pronounced. 
There are many reports of such inspections, with the 
discharges and deliveries that followed thereon, recorded 
in the Presbytery Books, but the following will suffice to 
illustrate the practice and procedure that were in common use. 
In 1708 there was a "committee appointed to meet at Dal- 
mellington anent receiving of the manse from Mr. Aikman's 
executors. . . . They report it wants eleven feet of glass 
at five pence a foot to be allowed for it, but the closse that Mr. 
Aikman causyed on his own chaise will counterbalance the 
said damage of the glass windows. As for the barn, it was 
never made sufficient for Mr. Aikman, nor did he ever make 
use of it. As for the manse and the rest of the office houses, 
they are rather better, excepting the said glasse, than when 
Mr. Aikman received them. In testimony whereof the said 
workmen (the Inspectors) gave their oath. . . . Upon all 
which Alexander Aikman delivered up the keys of the manse 
and officehouses to the heritors and took instruments in their 
hands." " 



* It is staled b the Presbjtcrr Rccacds that at the selttein«nt of .Mr. WytUc in 
Mauchlinc in 1646. the new minister and the fonnei minislet (Mi. Geuige Young), 
" did submit what concerned either of them in the matter ol the manse of 
Mauehlinc, to ibe determination of the persons (miniMeis) appointed to induct." 
The I'resbytety Records are a-wanting at the date of ihc induction of Mr. Veilch, 
who succeeded Mr. Wyllie, but at Ihc Bctllenicnt of Mr. Maillaod, who succeeded 
Mr. Veitch, ihe Heriiors reported lo the Presbytery that " what was faulty in the 
omtise should be speedily helped." The procedure al Mauchline in 1646, is 
explained by the tenor of Acl of pRtllamait 1611, wbich was supencded by other 
Acu in 1649 and 1663. 
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I come now to the last division of my subject — the Church- 
yard. Almost as dear and as interesting to men as the church 
in which their forefathers worshipped, is the sombre churchyard 
in which their fathers sleep their long sleep. 

Our own churchyard is ol great antiquity, but nevertheless 
there are no tombstones in it with inscriptions bearing an 
earlier date than 1644. It must be remembered, however, that 
the erection of tombstones is a comparatively modern custom. 
Here and there over the country a solitary stone may be found 
with a date about as old as the Reformation, or an undated 
stone or cairn of much earlier erection, marking the burial- 
place of some distinguished chieftain or ecclesiastic whose 
death was deeply mourned, but it was only people of distinc- 
tion that in ancient times were honoured with monuments. 
And although it is quite common at the present day for people 
to erect tombstones at their pleasure over the graves of their 
relatives in churchyards, the right of doing so was at one time 
disallowed, and possibly would, if tried at law, be disallowed 
still. In the records of the Kirk Session of Stirling it is 
minuted, in the year 1640, "how certain people without con- 
sent of session put in the Kirk yard little stones, one at the 
head and another at the foot of graves, whereby in process of 
time they apprehend to have a property," and it js therefore 
ordained that " all stones not erected by permission of session 
are to be removed." " In 1634 the lairds of Barr and Galston 
deemed it necessary to crave liberty from the Kirk Session of 
Galston to " bigg ane ylle to the bodie of the kirk for their 
burial places." And liberty was given to each of these mag- 
nates to build an aisle at the back of his own desk, on the con- 
dition that the " said yltes have pennes joining to the bodie of 
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the Kirk with windoes for light glassed and upholdei 
saids Lairds."' Forty years later the same Kirk Session was 
supplicated by another heritor to "bound and lay off for him 
a buriall place and grant him liberty to put up a stone wall 
about it." And it was only on certain written and stringent 
conditions that that request was granted. 

A few, but not very many interesting, monuments stand in 
the churchyard of Mauchline. One Covenanter who fought 
and suffered for Christ's crown has his resting-place marked by 
a stone. He was a Galston man, and was wounded at a con- 
flict with Captain Inglis' troops at Burn Ann, in the year 1684, 
and died of his wounds afterwards in Mauchline prison, or 
what is called in one of the minutes of Session in 1692, the 
' keep house." Of worthy Mr Veitch and his predecessors in 
the ministry of the Parish, there is no memorial in the church- 
yard. Messrs. Maitland, Auld, Rcid, Tod, and Fairlie, have a!l 
appropriate tombstones marking their place of sepulture, but 
there is nothing to indicate where the ashes of the older line of 
ministers repose. And henceforth all belonging to the Parish, 
whether clerical or lay, high or low, rich or poor, famous 
or infamous, renowned or unrenowned, who wish to be 
buried in the parish, must choose their graves in the new ceme- 
tery that was two years ago laid off in the old moor where the 
dragoons of Middlcton and the yeomen of Clydesdale had their 
fray in 1684 ; for an order from the Queen in Council lias now 
closed the churchyard absolutely and without reservation to 
any favoured party as a place of burial. 

Every summer brings to Mauchline visitors from all parts of 
the world, from Maidenkirk and John o' Groat's, from England 
and Ireland, from Australia and the great Republic of America. 
All or nearly all these visitors make a loving and curious 
inspection of the church-yard. That little enclosure is to them 
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an object of the deepest interest, but it is not because 
old stern Covenanters are resting there from their war- 
fare, nor because morbid-minded monks, weary of the world, 
were buried there under the shadows of the old sanctuary, 
where morning, noon, and night they sang and prayed, and 
led sad but saintly lives hid with Christ in God. It is 
because the place has been consecrated by the genius of 
the national poet of Scotland. Many a time have the feet of 
Burns trod that hallowed ground. It was in the old church 
that he worshipped, and I presume it was in the old church 
that his marriage was "solemnly confirmed^' It was in the old 
church and the present churchyard that those scenes of mingled 
solemnity and profanation were witnessed, that have been 
described, perhaps too truly, in his communion satire. It was 
in the modest mansion adjoiningthe churchyard, and contiguous 
to the castle, that Gavin Hamilton, the poet's friend and land- 
lord lived, and where the poet spent many of his gayest and 
happiest hours. It was about a stone cast beyond, in a green 
meadow, on the banks of what was then a bright and purling 
brook, that tradition says the poet first caught sight of the 
village belle who became his bride, and whose charms he has 
immortalised in imperishable song. It was in the upper room 
of a small two-storied red sandstone house, facing the eastern 
gable of Mr. Hamilton's mansion, that the poet and his wife took 
up their first abode together. It was in one of the houses that 
still form the north-eastern boundary of the churchyard, and is 
separated from Burns' own dwelling 

Where twn wheelbacrows tremble when Ihej meet," 
that Nanse Tannock had her comfortable and respectable ale- 
house. It was probably in the large mediaeval looking mansion 
that forms the east side of the cross, that Mary Morrison's 
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window stood, if the Mary Morrison of the song be, as seems 
disputed, and is doubtful, the Mary Morrison" who lived in 
Mauchline in the days of Burns. Opposite the church gate, 
and forming the two lower corners of the Cowgate, were two 
houses, still more closely associated with the poet's writings. 
It was in one of these that the Beggars had their high carousals. 
The other is what a local poetaster and worthy eider of the 
Kirk has in a somewhat Hibernian style called — 

■■ The house, though bailt amrm. 
Where Burns cam weary fiae the plough. 
To hue H crack wi JohnDj Dow ; 

O nights nlccn 
Anil whyles to taste the mountatn dew, 
Wi' bonny Jean-" 

Immediately to the rear of this house was the 
storied thatched dwelling, with a garret window lookinj 
into Dow's hostelry, where the .■so-called bonnie Jean, in 
her happy maidenhood, lived with her respected parents. 



* Mr. Scott DouglAs, the UlesI and best cdilot of Sums' poems, givei it is hia 
opinloa that the person called Mary Morriron was Pe)^ Alison, and in a letter to 
me about the inscriplian on Adjutant Mortuon's tombstone in Mauchline church- 
yard, he says, " This is one of the instances of assumed connection— more or less 
remote— with Burns, which vanity prompted many weak aspiraiili lo claim, when 
hero worship of the poet, and hero and heroine hunting in reference to his pro- 
ductions, grew iDlo vogue some 25 or 30 years after his death." In a subsequent 
letter dated 34lh April, 1S77, he informed me that he had just been invited to call 
on the widow of the eentleman who Indited the inscription on the Adjutani's 
tombstone, and to hear the grounds on which it was asserted ihal the Adjutant's 
ilaughtei was the heroine of Bums' song. Mr. Douglas expected "more light OH 
Mary Morrison " lo arise oul of that interview, but I never Iraroeii wh«t the 
result of that interview was, I am informed, however, on authority, that another 
member of the Adjutant's family who lived to be a grandmother, used to speak of 
Bums (with aversion. I may add), as one whom she knew personally when he 
lived at Mauchline, and that she ^lieved her sister Marjr was the "lovely Mary 
Morrison " whom the poet admired. She often spoke of this long lost Maij who 
died in early youth from the amputation of a foot that bad been nccideiilallj 
injured, as " one of the fairest cieatarei the sun ever shone upon." 
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Such a centre of classic ground as the old kirkyard of Mauch- 
line will scarcely be found in all Scotland, for in addition to 
the immediate surroundings, you look out from the church- 
tower on Mossgiel and Ballochmyls, the Ayr and the Lugar, 
the banks of Afton and the braes of Doon. 

And in the churchyard lie many that were known and en- 
deared to the poet Two of his children are buried there, 
within the railed enclosure belonging to the Armours. Gavin 
Hamilton sleeps there too, in another railed enclosure on the 
left hand as you enter the church. A few paces behind Mr. 
Hamilton's burial-place is the grave of Mary Morrison, and 
close by the side of her grave is the resting-place of Holy 
Willie. Elsewhere in the churchyard lie the remains of Posie 
Nancy, Racer Jess, the blcthcrin' bodie, Richmond the clerk-, 
and a host of others that were either the companions of the 
poet or the subjects of his songs. 

It is not so much the classic or poetic associations of our 
own churchyard, however, as the old condition and supervision 
of churchyards generally, that we are concerned with in this 
lecture. And although this is not a subject of lofty interest, 
it is still one that claims from all students of social and 
parochial history some little measure of consideration. 

It might be hazardous to say that distinctive notions on the 
subject of churchyards are, or have been held by the three 
great sects of religionists in this country — Papists, Prelatists, 
and Presbyterians — for neither are all Papists nor all Episco- 
palians nor all Presbyterians of one mind on that subject, or 
on almost any other. It is well enough known that in the 
days of the Papacy churchyards were solemnly consecrated for 
the burial of believers. But although consecrated, churchyards 
were sometimes desecrated in the time of the Papacy. They 
were used as stances for fairs and were made places of mer- 
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chandise, at least the tenor of some old Acts of Parliament lead 
us to think so. The Episcopalians may be credited with being 
the party that in Scotland has held the highest doctrine regard- 
ing churchyards. John Row. the Presbyterian historian, ex- 
presses his horror and amazement at that doctrine. There is, 
he says, a singular care had in the book of Canons published 
by the Bishops in 1636, that the house of God be no ways 
profaned, nay, nor the churchyard. " Ergo," he concludes, 
" the bishops would have the place held holy." That seemed 
monstrous and detestable doctrine to good John Row. But 
although the Presbyterian Church Courts have never gone the 
length of calling churchyards holy ground, they have always 
evinced a laudable desire and have heartily endeavoured, with in- 
different success, it may be said, to have churchyards protected 
against abuse and disfigurement. The Kirk Session of Perth in 
1 587 ordained that no stables be allowed in the kirkyard of their 
city after Whitsunday, and that if any stables should be found 
there the setters of them should pay a penahy of £\o scots. 
In 1(534 the Kirk Session of Galston ordained that "give anie 
hor.se or ky beis fund in the Kirkyaird in tymes cuming (the 
Kirk dyke being at the present sufficientlie bigit and made 
fenceable), they sail be keipit until! the awners thereof pay 20s. 
lotits guoties." And, as the result of this warning, we find that 
in 1638 two parishioners of Galston appeared before their Kirk 
Session and " purged themselflfis of the horse being in the 
kirk yaird ye last Saturday at night" Previous to this latter 
date, the KJrk Session of Galston had been indicating that 
they would not allow some other abuses of the churchyard to 
pass uncensured. They had issued notice that whoever 
"delves, or breaks the sward of the laigh kirk yaird and common 
mcrcat place thereof in tyme coming sail pay £^ toti?s quoties 
t9 the Session with sic punishment as the Session sail injoine." 
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The mere fact that the schooihouse in Mauchline was for 
many a day within the church, and that the churchyard 
was consequently the village playground, is sufficient to 
show that at one time the churchyard in this parish was 
not sanctified as it should have been ; and, indeed, 
enormities much greater than children's games were per- 
mitted or committed in the churchyard. In 1708, during Mr. 
Maitland's ministry, it was represented to the Session as a 
grievance that beasts were allowed to pasture in the kirkyard, 
and with the view of putting a stop to that nuisance a com- 
mittee of Session was appointed to confer with the magistrate. 
It was reserved to Mr, Auld, however, to make the chief battle 
in the parish for churchyard purity. He commenced in 1750 
by asserting his legal right to the grass of the churchyard, 
and by consequence his right to exclude every other per- 
son from the use of that grass. And in asserting this 
right he made it clear that it was not for the sake of 
any pecuniary benefit it could bring himself. It is minuted 
in the Session Records of 1750, that "the Kirkyard grass, 
according to use and wont, belonging to the minister, 
especially as not being sufficiently provided in grass according 
to iaw, was rouped and set for the ensuing season at eighteen 
pence, which the minister gave in compliment to the poor." A 
large donation satirists will sny, but a well considered and 
manly assertion of personal right as the only moans of securing 
an important public object, is what others who take an impartial 
view of the case will see and admit Even this device, however, 
did not succeed in getting the churchyard made decent In 
'779 the Kirk Session thought it necessary to approach the 
Heritors with a complaint and petition on the subject In that 
complaint it was stated that " by reason of the school kept in 
the church, by reason of many doors opening upon the church- 
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yard and ready access to it from all quarters, it is altogether m 
thoroughfare and a place of rendezvous for all sorts of idle and 1 
disorderly persons, who break the windows of the church, 
break the tomb and grave stones, and deface the engravings 
thereon, and the complainers are sorry to add, that the church- 
yard is now become a sort of dunghill and common office-house 
for the whole town, a receptacle of all filthiness, so that one 
can scarce walk to church with clean feet." 

The sentiment that led people to desire burial in thej 
neighbourhood of a church, led them also to cluster their 1 
houses as closely under the shadow of the church as possible. 
In nearly all old towns and villages, therefore, we find houses 
built on the Kirk yard dyke,' and stringent measures adopted 
by Kirk Sessions to prevent such houses becoming sources of 
nuisance. In 1662 the Kirk Session of Fenwick passed a 
resolution, that "none who have built, or shall build housesd 
hereafter on the Kirk yard dyke, shall have liberty to striken 
out a door towards the church yard." In 1676 two house- 1 
holders in Gaiston presented bills to the Kirk Session for 1 
leave to strike out doors upon the kirk yard on the north sidef 
of their houses. The crave was granted on condition that r 
prejudice should result therefrom to any burial place. For^ 
many years during Mr. Auld's ministry, the question of 
allowing proprietors of houses adjoining the churchyard 
in Mauchline to have back doors opening into the church- 
yard was under discussion. In 1 774 a complaint 
formally given in to the Heritors against certain feuarjj 
for encroaching on the churchyard with " new buildings andl 



* Mauchline wu one of those l( 
to l)e "exliemcly irtcgiilar, Ihe si 
■ad iheir geoeral aspect mean." 
people Ki a dUusce, ii tliScient d 



It in Ayrshire that were said by Alton in l8i t, ' 
IS narrow, very crooked, ill paved, often diriy, 
be iDwn, it may be stated for the benetil ol 
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middensteads." In 1779 the Kirk Session in the complaint 
already referred to, petitioned the Heritors, as the only means 
of putting stop to a clamant nuisance, to cause intimation to be 
" made to every person whose doors open into the churchyard 
to shut up the same, with certification that if they refuse, the 
Heritors will proceed to shut up both their doors and windows 
by building a stone wall just before them, agreeable to the 
Act of Parliament isth James VI." At the close of this 
petition there was a flourishing compliment paid to the 
Heritors — presumably to engage their good offices the more 
warmly. " Such honourable regard to the house of God and 
the burial place of their fathers," it was said, "may well be 
expected from the Heritors of Mauchline, who in several 
respects, and particularly in their charity and bounty to the 
poor, are so honourably distinguished above all their neigh- 
bours." There was a legal question, however, involved in the 
procedure that the Session urged the Heritors to adopt ; 
and in 1788 the Heritors desired the Lord President, 
who was one of their number, to take the opinion of counsel 
"how far they have it in their power to shut up the back 
doors of people who have entries into the churchyard from 
their houses." 

The two things that conduced most in Mr. Auld's day, 
to the orderly preservation of the churchyard, was the 
removal of the school in 1789 to its present situation, and the 
enclosure of the churchyard a few years later with a proper 
wall. Now that burials have ceased to be allowed in the 
churchyard and that young trees have been planted among the 
tombstones for ornamentation, it is to be hoped that in future 
years the churchyard may become, as it ought to be, a garden 
of beauty and a fitting centre of classic ground. 

The churchyard of Mauchline, we have seen, was hi 1779 so 
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imperfectly enclosed that it was a public thoroughfare, and the ' 
Kirk Session demanded that a wall two ells high, should in 
terms of the Act of Parliament be built round their burial 
place. And this leads me to say, that long ago there was no 
want of good and sufficient legislation in matters concerning 
churches and churchyards, schools and schoolmasters' salaries, 
maintenance of the poor and punishment of criminals, but the 
difficulty was to get the laws executed. In most, if not in all 
parishes, there was an apology for a churchyard dyke, but in 
very many cases it was only an apology. From the earliest 
date of which we have record, there was nominally a dyke 
round the churchyard of Mauchline. Mention is made of that 
dyke in the Session Records of 1676. It was covered with 
turf, and the renewal of the turf that year cost the Session 6s. 
There were other repairs executed on the dyke that year, and 
these involved the Kirk Session in an outlay of 34s. for sand, 
and 143. 4d. for "filling up the Kirk stite with earth and reding 
(cleaning out) a sink," How dilapidated the dyke had become 
a hundred years later, may be inferred from a minute drawn up in 
1776, which states that " from Dr. Breckenrigg's house to James 
Smith's yeard, the wall is entirely gone into disrepair, and the ] 
churchyard is thereby laid open for cattle to trespass into I 
it." In early records of parishes we read of Kirk stiles, 
as if there had been, as there doubtless were, several narrow 
entrances into churchyards. This fact of itself implied 
imperfect enclosure. In 1783 the Kirk Session of this 
parish represented to the heritors the propriety of having 
only one entrance to the churchyard. And although tliis object 
was never attained, nor is it desirable, the heritors in 1788 in- 
troduced a great improvement on the old-fashioned stiles by 
recommending to a committee of their number " to get a new 
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great gate made for the approach into the churchyard, to be fl 
bound gate, and to run upon rollers," 

It was not unusual long ago, as it still is, to see one or more 
large trees in a churchyard. They give to the surroundings of 
the church a befitting look of dignity, antiquity, and solemnity, 
and in old times they often answered purposes of convenience. 
Sometimes the church-be!l was suspended from one of such 
trees, and sometimes the joggs were fixed to one of them. In 
Mauchline there was a magnificent specimen of a churchyard 
tree. It was an ash of fabulous age and vast proportions. Six 
feet above the ground it measured fifteen or sixteen feet in 
girth, and when it fell in i860, in a gale on the 27th February, 
its bole yielded more than 200 cubic feet of timber. It was a 
notable feature both in the churchyard and town of Mauchline, 
and surprise has often been expressed that no reference to it is 
found in the Holy Fair or in any other of the poems of Burns. 

It will be seen now that since the middle of the seventeenth 
century, when our forefathers contended to the death for Pres- 
byterian principles, a great and beneficial change has come over 
the appearance of churches, manses, and churchyards in Scot- 
land. The churches are much larger than they were — more 
ornate both externally and internally — better lit and better 
heated — better floored and infinitely better provided with pews, 
more pleasant in all respects to look at, and more comfortable 
to sit in. Manses, too, have l^ept progress with the times, and 
although churchyards are in many cases far from being what 
spots so hallowed should be, they are yet more orderly 
kept than in the proud days of spiritual independence, when 
cattle strayed into them at will, and slatternly people made 
them thoroughfares and something worse. These improve- 
ments, too, are not matters of trivial importance. They have 
a civilising influence. People generally feel constrained 
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to live up to the level of their surroundings, and both 
taste and feeling are silently elevated under the sight of 
cleanliness, comfort, and beauty. And the apostles of 
aesthetics who go about preaching the duty of building 
beautiful churches, and keeping churchyards as trim and taste- 
ful as gentlemen's lawns, are really, whether people see it or 
not, fellow-workers with those that preach the higher duty of 
moral and spiritual culture. 



Note. — Since this lecture was printed I have received an opinion from an 
eminent authority that there never was, in the popular sense of the term, a monas- 
tery at Mauchline. See Appendix F. 
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LECTURE 11. 

Public Worship in Olden Times. 

aders— The Reader's Pieliminsr^ Service— RcBding ihe WoriJ— The Keader 
Salary— PtecentDi-8 — Music and Oi^ans in Church — Amount of Psalm Slngin 
— Mode of Singing — Doxologies- -Hymns and Paraphrases — Preacheis — tlesd 
Ptiyersand ExlcmpOK Prayers— The Bidding Prayers o( (he Ancient Church — 
Sermoas on Sunday — Week-da; Lectures and Sermons — Catechising on Sun- 
dayi and Week-days— Form of Sermons— The Ordinary — Scoltisb and free 
Serinons — Silent Sundays — Disorder io Church — Hats od — Candles in Church 
— Hours o( Divine Service. 



A COURSE of lectures on church life would obviously be incom-j 
plete without an account of the ordinary service in church on" 
Sundays. One lecture in this course must therefore be de- 
voted to that subject, but I regret to say that it cannot be 
much illustrated by references to our own parish history i 
exhibited in either the Kiik Session or the Presbytery records. 
Many changes in the form of church service have been 
witnessed in the Church of Scotland since the Reformation. 
In the first Book of Discipline, compiled by Knox and others 
in 1560, it is stated that " to the churches where no ministers 
can be had presentlie must be appointed the most apt men 
that distinctly can read the common prayers and the Scriptures 
to exercise both themselves and the church till they grow to 
greater perfection." In accordance with this recommendation 
there were, in parishes where ministers could not be procured 
to preach and administer the sacraments, a class of men em- 
ployed in the Church under the name of "readers." whose 
office was to read the Scriptures and a liturgy of printed 
prayers, such as is used in the public service of the Church of 
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England. After the Church became more fully plenished with 
ministers, readers were still in many places continued. A 
common arrangement was lor one minister to have the pastoral 
charge of two contiguous parishes with a reader in each to 
serve as his assistant. For instance, in the Book of Assigna- 
nationa drawn up in 1 574, we find the two parishes of Mauchline 
and Galston united under the pastorate of Mr. Peter Primrois. 
There was at the same time a reader named Rankync David- 
son stationed at Galston, and although the office of reader at 
Mauchline is declared to have been vacant that year, it was 
evidently intended that there should be a reader at Mauchline 
also, for the "haill vicarage" is mentioned as the stipend 
assigned to the reader. 

In parishes supplied with both a reader and a minister, 
there were two distinct services in the church on Sun- 
days. There was first of all a preliminary service con- 
ducted by the reader. This service consisted of reading the 
public prayers and portions of Scripture. It usually lasted an 
hour, and when it ended the minister entered the church and 
conducted his service of extempore prayer and preaching. The 
best and most graphic account we have of the primitive form 
of service in the Reformed Church of Scotland is to be found 
in a small book published by Cowpcr, the Bishop of Galloway* 
(about 161 1), and entitled '■ Seven Days Conference between a 
Catholic Christian and a Catholic Roman." The two Catholics, 
the Christian and the Roman, enter a parish church together, 
and the Roman asks what is this the people are going to do. 
The Christian says, " They bow themselves before the Lord to 
make humble confession of their sins and supplications for 



* I[ rormt>Ur/^«iu' of the votuiuei ai Cowpet's callecled woikt, *nd it u 
thai thapc, Qot u 1 lepBMte publicstioo, IbM 1 have seen il- 
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mercy, which you will hear openly read out by the public 
reader." After the prayers have been read, the Roman asks 
what are the people going to do now. " Every one," says the 
Christian, " is preparing, as you see, his Psalm book, that all of ' 
them with one heart and mouth may sing unto the Lord." 
After the Psalm has been sung, the Roman puts his question 
again, what comes next—" What doth the reader now — is he 
making another prayer? No, says the Christian, yonder book 
which he now opens is the Bible. . . , These are the three 
exercises whicli are used in all our Congregations every 
Sabbath, one hour before the preacher comes in : first prayer, 
then Psalms, then reading of Holy Scripture, and by these the 
hearts of the people are prepared the more reverently to hear 
the word, and you see all is done with great quietness, devotion, 
and reverence." The third bell then rings and the preacher enters 
the Church. How shall I behave myself? asks the Roman. 
Do not trouble yourself about that, replies the Christian, but 
just do as you see others do, and here is the order of service : 
" First, he (the preacher) will conceive a prayer, at which the 
people humble themselves, thereafter he reads the text of holy 
scripture ; this the people hear with reverence ; then he falls to 
preaching, which some hear with their heads covered," some 
otherwise (in that you may do as your health requires). The 
sermon being ended the preacher concludes all with a thanks- 



• A sentence ptonouncetl in (he General Assembly in 1570 would le»d us to sup- 
pose that >1 that dale lespectable people sal in church wilh iheir hals or capi on 
duiine the sermon. This senience runs as (oUowe — ■' The others that arc not ex- 
communical shall be plaocit in the puhlick place where Ihey may be knawne rroni 
the (est of ihe people, bare hiadid Iki lytat of the scrmonts, the minister remember. 
ing them in his prayer in the tyme after preaching." Bixik of L'tiivct!>al Kiik. 
lo 1610 Patrick Simpson of Stirling preacheii a sermon that was «up|iOEed to apply 
Tciy unpleasantly to Loril Dunbat who was present, whereupon il is said ihal his 
lordship "pulled down his halt in lyme of sermon," bclecl Biographies, ^^'oodruw 
Societf. 
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giving, after which there is a psalm sung by the whole 
congregation, and then the minister blesseth the people in the 
name of the Lord and so dimits them." 

This is Bishop Cowper's account of the Sunday service in a 
Scotch church about the beginning of the seventeenth century. 
The reader's service, as he describes it. is what, he says, will be 
seen " in all our congregations every Sabbath." There has 
at all times, however, been a little diversity amid the general 
uniformity of worship in the Church of Scotland, and we find 
in old records of Kirk Sessions special instructions given to 
readers to introduce this thing and the other thing into 
the service. In the year t578 the Kirk Session of Aber- 
deen ordained that " howoft the prayers be read on the 
Sonday in time coming, the reader shall read a portion of the 
catechism and the bairnis shall answer him." In 1604 the 
same Kirk Session issued still more specific instructions in 
regard to both reading and catechising. During his service 
both on Sunday mornings and on week days, the rtader 
was directed to "repeat at the ending of the prayers the ten 
commandments as well as the bclieff {the creed), that be the 
oft repeating and hering of them the common people may learn 
the same perqueir."* Then "every Sabbath afternoon between 
the second and third bell" (that is during the time of the 
reader's afternoon service), the Session ordained, that "twa 
scholars of the English school sail stand up before the pulpit, 
the ane demanding the uther answering with a loud voice in 
the audience of the people, the short catechism and form ot 
examination of children." 

In the year 1580 the General Assembly declared that "the 
office of a reader is not an ordinary office in the Kirk of God," 
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and the following year it was expressly ordained that readers 
should not be appointed in any church. It is evident, however, 
that readers continued to be employed in the Church of Scotland 
long after that date, both during the episcopacy that subsisted 
from 1606 to i637,andduritig the ascendancy of Presbytery from 
1637 to 1645. Indeed the employment of readers is distinctly 
sanctioned in the acts of the ultra-Presbyterian Assembly of 
1638, and in the records of the Presbytery of Ayr from 1642 to 
164s, readers are so frequently referred to as to make us think 
that there was one in every or almost every parish in Ayrshire 
during that period. At a visitation of the parish of Ochiltree 
1643, "inquisition was made by the Presbytery concern- 
ing the reader and schoolmaster, and for his maintenance. 
The said Mr, John (John Blyth, the minister) declared that 
William Gilchrist wes thair reader and schoolmaster, and that 
there wes no exercise of prayer or reading on the week dayes 
because thair could not ane audience be had in the clauchan, 
but on the Sabbath day before preaching. And that his main- 
tenance wes onlie thrie score punds money provydit by the 
laird of Caprington, Patron." * At a visitation of Mauchline 
the same year it was stated that the " reader and schoolmaster 
had demitted his places," and that the Session had agreed on a 
.proper person as a successor to him. And what sort of 



' la 1617 the Kiik S«sion of Galston Rllowed > fourth part of all kick penalties 

the UBC of the reidar and schuil master o( this cUchan," and in 1633 this allow- 

n wa» augmented, it is to be hoped on account of ihe diminution of sin in the 

L parish, ham the Tourlh to the thiid part of the penalties. In 1639 the Sessioo put 

to this airangement, which had a look of scandal about it. and was really 

^derogatory to Ihe dignity of the reader's profession, and ordained that " the reidar 

n ihe Itirli sail have no wages or fie for his service in the kirk with reading of even- 

I jug and morning prayers, except that quhilk the marriages and baptisms presentlie 

The reader, however, felt aggrieved at this curtailment of his income and 

resigned his office. Shortly after that date there appears regularly in the oote of 

ihe di*buncm«nlt of the communion charitiei u. Galston £1 or j£j to the reader. 
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church service was given by or expected from readers at 
that date, may be gathered from the fact that the reader 
at St Quivox was exhorted by the Presbytery to " con- 
coct prayers although the Brethren did not condemn read 
prayers in church." The Westminster Assembly * of 
Divines ignored the office of reader, and when the West- 
minster Directory for Public Worship was adopted by the 
Church of Scotland in 1645, it may be said that the service of 
the reader was ostensibly and almost practically brought to an 
end in Scotland. 

The only offices in the Church that were recognised by titc 
Westminster Assembly were the offices of Pastor, Doctor, 
Ruling Elder,t and Deacon, and the public reading of the Word 
was appointed to be done by the Pastors or Doctors. " The 
Assemblie," says Baillic, writing on the ist January, 1644, " has 
past a vote before we (the Commissioners from Scotland) c. me, 
that it is part of the Pastor's office to read the Scriptures, "hat 
help he may have herein by these who are not Pastors i> not 
yet agitat . . . Wc are not against the minister's reading 
and exponing when he does not preach, but if all this wi 1 i^ be 
laid on the minister before he preach we fear it put preaching 
in a more narrow and discreditable roume than we would wish." 
The same author says elsewhere in his letters, that the Scots 
Commissioners at Westminster " would gladly have been at the 
keeping still of readers," but that after all tlieir study they could 
find no warrant in Scripture for such an office in the Church. It 

* The introduction ol (he Weslminster Diceclory as Ihe rule ot public wonhip 
wilhin ihc Presbytery of Ayr i> thus referred to in n minute of Presbylety, daled 
August 1645. The Directory in ilt principal parts is ordered lo be read in all the 
cburchea on Sabbalh eight-days, and " on Ihe Lord's day therealtei to be unifonn- 
tie practised \i^ the whole brethren. " 

i- Inilead of ruling elder* ihe Weslminslec divines said "olhec chitrch govcr- 
Bon," which "relonocd churchet coauooiJy call eldcra." 
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is worth noting, however, that the reader's service was at that 
time kept distinct from the minister's or preacher's, although 
both services were- conducted by the same person. " Those 
of best note about London, says Baillie, arc now in use in the 
desk (that is, the lectern or precentor's desk) to pray and read 
in the Sunday morning four chapters, and expone some of 
them, and cause sing two psalms, and then go to the pulpit to 
preach^'' When the Genera! Assembly, in 1645, adopted the 
Westminster Directory for Public Worship, a very curious 
regulation was passed for bringing the reader's and the 
preacher's services into one. It was ordained that the minister 
and people repair to the kirk half an hour before the time at 
which the minister used to commence his service, and that the 
whole exercise of reading and expounding, together with the 
ordinary exercise of preaching, be perfected and ended at the 
time when the service of public worship formerly closed. t In 
other words, instead of the reader giving one hour's reading of 
prayers and Scripture, with running commentary on the part of 
Scripture that was read, and then the minister giving his service 
of prayer and preaching, the minister was to conduct the whole 
service, or, as might be said, both services, and to complete them 
in half-an-hour's less time than used formerly to be occupied by 
both minister and reader together. Some writers say that 
when Episcopacy was re-introduced into Scotland, by Charles 

In his Dissuasive from the errors of the timesi. Baillic slales ihal Ihe Indcpeo- 
dents ID his day were in the practice oi assigning dilferenl pnrls of the service ol 
■■miship Id different persons. " Somelimes," he says, ■' ihty make one to pray, 

iDolbcT to preach, a ihjrd to prophesie, and a. fourth to dismiss*." The order 
of thdi leivlee i:i thus described by one of themselves— '-The paitor begins with 

in prayer, continuing about a quarter of an home, the tiOikiT then readeth 
and expoundelh a chapter, then a Psalm is sung, whichever one ofthi ntling EUcti 
dlclilea, after that Ihe Pastor preachelh a sermon and sometimes u:/<in/Wr¥ exhorts, 
iben the teaihet concludes with prayer and a bleuing." DUs., p. 117, 147. 
■f Acl Assembly, 1645. 
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II,, in 1662, " the reading of Scripture was brought in 
again."" This must mean that a separate service of reading 
the Scripture without note or comment was revived as in 
the days of the former Episcopacy, t Bishop Sage tries to 
make out that one of the cardinal distinctions between the 
Episcopal and the Presbyterial form of public worship is, that 
while in the Episcopal form there is a place assigned to the 
reading of Scripture, in the Presbyterial there is not "What 
a scandal," he says, "would it be to have the Scriptures read 

in the Presbyterian Churches " "The Scriptures," 

he says again, " must not be touched but by the man of God, 
who can interpret them, and he must read no more than he is 
just then to interpret." That the.se remarks of the Bishop, 
however, could be applied only to cases where custom had come 
to supersede law will be evident at once on reference to the 
Westminster Directory. It is there expressly said that " when 
the minister who readeth shall judge it necessary to expound 
any part of what is read, let it not be done until the whole 
chapter or psalm be ended, and regard is always to be had 
unto the time, that neither preaching nor other ordinances be 
straitened or rendered tedious." It is, of course, possible, as 
Bishop Sage alleges was actually the case, that the minister 
who read the Scriptures in Church always judged it necessary 



* Chunben' Dom. Ancals, i66z. 

+ In 1657 a pelition wns prcsenled to the Synod of Aberdeen from the Elders of 
Kinbettock foi b reader 10 reait the Scriptures before sermon. The petition nu 
refused, and orders were pven that the Directory for public worship be observed 
in all pointj. In 1661, however, on ihe leslorilion of Episcopal government in 
the Church, the same Synod enjoined that iheie be readers in every congregation. 
It was directed also that the reader begin his service will] 3 set form o[ prayer, 
especially the Lord's Prayer— that he then tend some Psalmi and some chapten 
from the Old Testament, and TeheirK Ihe creed — aAerwards read chapters from 
the New Testament and rehearse the ten cominandnienU. When there was do 
reader, the minisier w>* to do this. 
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to expound what was read, but he was by no means obliged to 

do so unless by public opinion or prevalent custom.' Indeed, 

what Sage in 1695 gave out as the doctrine and practice or 

the Presbyterian Church of Scotland, Baillie in 1645 specified 

as one of the evil doctrines and practices of the Brownists. 

"They (the Brownists)," says Baillie, "reject all public reading of 

the word which is not backed with present exposition." And 

I as his authority for that statement about the Brownists, he 

I quotes the following words from the writings of one of their 

1 own apologists: — " Bare reading of the word and single-service 

saying is an English Popery, and far be it from the Lord's 

people to hear it, for if they would do so they would offer to 

the Lord a corrupt thing, and so incur that curse of Malachi. 

It is certainly very remarkable that a Scotch Episcopalian 

Bishop should charge the Presbyterian Church of Scotland with 

kfloctrines and practices which one of the most eminent 

txpounders of the Church of Scotland's polity imputes, as a 

ft departure from approved opinion, to the Separatists who 

Ifitfae first to " divert from the high, open and straight way 

E Reformed Churches." This is all the more remarkable 

"too that in the Shorter Catechism the reading of the word is 

I expressly mentioned as one of the ordinances. This reading 

bis not private reading at home, but public reading in Church — 

, in fact, of what is called the ordinance of the word — 



* The fact neverlheless remains, that within twenty yeata or less than Iwent; 
jtaii a.fler the Assembly's adoption of the WestminstKr Directory, the custom 
lererred to by Sage bad been introduced. In an Act anenl uniloTtnity amonE 
minislen passed by the Synod of Galloway (then Episcopal) in 1664, it is laid, 
"tbat Ihne should be reading of the Scriptures instead of lecturing in the public 
IS before ye sermon in ye forenoon." The most cxlraordinary account, 
r, of Presbyterian practice, is that of Curate CalJer. " For rending the 
re» in Churches they have abolished that with the rest, and in place thereof 
raiaes the Psalm reads the sermon that was preached the Sabbath 



"in 
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and although it is said to be not so important as the preaching 
of the word, it is nevertheless declared to be by the influence of 
God's Spirit an effectual means of convincing and converting 
sinners, and of building them up in holiness and comfort 
through faith unto salvation. 

The adoption of the Westminster Directory in 164S, I have 
said, virtually put an end to the office of reader in the Church 
of Scotland. 

It has to be stated, however, that readers were nevertheless 
employed in some parishes long after their office had ceased 
to be recognised in the constitutions of the church. 
In the year 1695 the Kirk-Session of Rothesay appointed that 
" the pulpit be drest and ane readir's seat sett up." In the year 
1766 a new church was built at DalmelUngton. and the note of 
cost given in to the Presbytery comprised, among other items, 
an entry of ;£i2 for the erection of " Minister's seat. Pulpit, 
Reader's seat, and Baptismal seat." Mr. Morer, in his account 
of Scotland in 1715, describes the Sunday service in Scottish 
Churches, as follows: — "First, the precentor about half-an-hour 
before the preacher comes, reads two or three chapters to the 
congregation of what part of Scripture he pleases, or as the 
minister gives him directions. As soon as the preacher gels 
into the pulpit, the precentor leaves reading, and sets a psalm- 
singing with the people, till the minister, by some sign, orders 
him to give over. The Psalm over, the preacher begins con- 
fessing sins and begging pardon. . . . Then he goes to 
sermon, delivered always by heart, and therefore sometimes 
spoiled by battologies, little impertinences and incoherence." 
Strange to say the only references to a reader in the Session 
Records of Mauchline which I have noticed are of comparatively 
modern dale. In the year 1788 there is a minute recording 
the resolution of the Kirk Session to discontinue the payment 
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of 18s. a year to the reader for reading the Scriptures and Con- 
fession of Faith before public worship begins. But the reading 
was still to be continued as before. The only change in the 
arrangement was that the Session Clerk was to do the work 
gratis. At what date the reader's service actually ceased in 
Mauchline church I am unable to say, and as little can I tell 
whether it continued without interruption from 1574, when the 
"haill vicarage " was declared to be the reader's stipend, until 
1788, when his salary of iSs. a year was disallowed. It is plain 
however, that in 1788 the reader's service had been an estab- 
lished, probably a very long established, institution in the par- 
ish, and that latterly instead of its being a reading of prayers 
and Scripture, with the singing of a Psalm, it was a reading of 
Scripture and the Confession 0/ Failh,v/'\\h an "etc.," which 
may have meant Psalm singing. 

The reader was usually also precentor, and it will be a 
natural transition, therefore, to pass on now to an account of 
that part of the Sunday service which the precentor conducted. 
In the Reformed Church of Scotland a very limited space was 
originally allotted to the service of praise in public worship. 
"There isperhaps no country in Christendom," says Dr. Cunning- 
ham, '■ in which Psalmody has been so little cultivated as in Scot- 
land. Wherever the Church of Rome reared her altars music 
grew up under her shadow, and gave a new charm to her sen- 
suous services. But Presbytery gave little countenance to such 
a handmaid." The use of instruments in the service of praise was 
repudiated or almost abjured. Organs were not even allowed 
standing room in church. In 1574 the Kirk Session of Aber- 
deen gave orders "that the organis with all expedition be re- 
movit out of the kirk and made profeit of to the use and sup- 
port of the puir." On his visit to Scotland in 1617 Kingjames 
endeavoured to inaugurate a more ^esthetic and cultured form 
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of worship in Scotland after the manner of what he had seen in 
England. Among other innovations he set up an organ in the 
Chapel Royal at Holyrood. "Upon Satterdaythe 17th May," 
says Calderwood, "the English service was begun in the 
Chapel Royal with singing of quiristers, surplices and 
playing on organes." And in Calderwood's history there 
are repeated allusions to the use of the organ in the 
Chapel Royal. The popular feeling, however, that in 
1637 was aroused against the service book was turned against 
the organ also, and among the outbreaks of 1638 Spalding 
records that " the glorious organes of the Chapel! Royall were 
maisterfuUie brokin doune nor no service" usit thair bot the 
haill chaplains, choristis, and musicianes dischargeit and the 
costlie organes altogedder distroyit and unusefull." And in 
1644 the General Assembly recorded as one of the "praise- 
worthy proceedings and blessed events that had caused them 
great joy, to hear from their Commissioners at Westminster 
that the great organs of Paul's and Peter's had been taken 
down" by the Covenanters in England. The old doctrine of the 
Church of Scotland in regard to Psalmody, is tersely expressed 



■ Conairfeiing that il is only wilhin Ihe laat twenty years that instrumental muiic 
h«i been introduced into any coumry churches, it is curious to lind Alton in iSll, 
who declares himself to be "patlinl to ihe Presbyterian Church," lamenling (he 
absence or inilrunicilts in the service of praise. " Tasteless must they be," hessji, 
" who have at iheii conimind an organ, a harp, and a pipe, and ofTer in worship 
the grating and incohcrenl sounds of people uho cannot sing." The feeling of 
the Covenanters on this subject, or rather of those Preibyierian ministers that 
Btterwatds became Covenanters, is expressed by Rutherford in one of his letters to 
Mil. Marion M'Naughl. The letter is dated and June, 1631, and it b^ins, " 1 
luTe received a letter from Edinburgh certainly informing me that the English ser- 
vice, and the organs, and King James' Psalms are to be imposeJ on our Kirk, aud 
that the bishops are de.-ding for a General Assembly." Mr. Hill Durlun even goes 
the length of saying that the principles of wiirship in the various Preibyierian 
cbuichci the &tst half of last century, and in the Primitive Relonned Church of 
Scotland were " the lepudiaiion of litmgical luimi, o[ Imeeliag at prayer, and of 
IntUunieDU] muaic," 
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in the first Bcrok of Discipline. " There be two sorts of Policie," 
it is said in that book : " The one of these sorts is utterlie 
necessarie as that the word be preached, the sacraments minis- 
tered, and common prayers publicly made. The other sort of 
Policy is profitable but not necessarie, as that Psalms should be 
sung and certain places of Scripture read when there is no 
sermon." And in accordance with this doctrine there is very 
little singing of psalms prescribed as part of public worship 
in either Knox's Liturgy or the Westminster Directory. In 
each of these manuals of worship there are only two psalms 
appointed or supposed to be sung during the minister's ser\'ice 
— one before the sermon and another before the benediction. 
And in regard to the second of these psalms the directory only 
says, "let it be sung if with convenience it may be done." It 
is possible, however, that there was from an early period a 
third psalm sung in the church by the congregation, although 
that psalm was not included in the service. Just as in modern 
churches where instrumental music has been introduced, there 
is a voluntary played on the organ during the time that the 
congregation are assembling, so in very ancient times, long 
before the Reformation, it was customary over a large part of 
Christendom for the people to "entertain the time with sing- 
ing of Psalms " till the congregation had gathered. An old Con- 
tinental author, Durandus by name, who lived more than 600 
years ago, states that in his day it v.as usual for people wait- 
ing for the morning services to hasten into the church as soon as 
they heard the psalm begun. And in this country within quite 
recent times the epithet of " the gathering psalm " was com- 
monly applied to what we now call the first psalm. Both Knox's 
Liturgy and the Westminster Directory set down prayer 
as the first act of public worship ; and Bishop Cowper, in his 
account of the service of the Scottish Church, mentions prayer 
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as the first part, and the singing of psalms as the second part 
of the reader's service. The convenience, however, of " enter- 
taining the time " till the congregation gathered must have 
early presented itself to ministers and Kirk Sessions, and thus 
a gathering psalm would come to be sung in many churches 
before the services proper began.' 

Pardovan states that " it was the ancient practice of the 
Church of Scotland, as it is yet of some Reformed Churches 
abroad, for the minister or precentor to read over as much of 
the Psalm in metre as was intended to be sung at once, 
and then the harmony and melody followed without in- 
terruption, and people did cither learn to read or got most 
of the Psalms by heart." What is here called the ancient 
practice of the Church of Scotland in the rendering of praise, 
is just the practice that is observed at the present day. But 
soon after 1645 a different practice arose and continued long in 
the Church of Scotland. Pardovan says that when the new para- 
phrase of the Psalms was appointed to be sung — that is, when 
the present metrical version of the Psalms was introduced 
— it was not at first so easy for the people to follow, and it 
became customary for each line to be read out by itself, and 
then sung."t And it is worth noting, that this author, writing 



' The otdet of worship followed in our Chutch before l66i, while the Ditector)) 
had bolh civil and ccclesiuticat unction, <vu u follows : — After an inttoductoiy 
psalm, which was often sung be/orr the minister came in, iheie weie ist, Prayer, 
and, Keading ihe Scriptuces. 3rd, Praise. 4th, Piayei. Jth, Sermon. 6lh, 
Prayer. 7th, Piaise. 8th, Benediction. Sprolt, p. 13. 

t Mr. A. G, Fuller, in describing the fonn of worship in his father's (Andrew 
Fuller's) church at Kclteiiag, less than a hundred years ago, says, "liui maiAiHery 
of the Pulmody was something ludicrous. . . . There was invariably a clerk 
ot precentor who would ■nnouncc the hymn thus — ligih Psalm, eighteenth part, 
loDg metre ; read several verses, and then, with due r^ard fur the natural oblusca- 
lion of the people's inlellecls, faretl il ml twa Una at a timt." The italics are tit 
FaUei'i. 



Public Worship in Olden Times. 



69 



in 1709, thought that that new way should be abandoned and 
the old custom revived. The number of people that can read, 
he says, is now increased, and if the psalms to be sung each 
Sunday were intimated the Sunday previous, they might be 
got by heart by those that can not read. It is doubtful, how- 
ever, if Pardovan is quite correct in his account of the origin 
of the practice of giving out the psalm line by line while it is 
being sung. The present metrical version of the psalms was 
not introduced into the Church of Scotland till 1650, but the 
Westminster Directory for public worship was adopted by the 
General Assembly in 1645, and the Directory recommends 
that " for the present, where many in the congregation cannot 
read, it is convenient that the minister, or some other fit person 
appointed by him and the other ruling ofHcers, do read the 
psalm, line by line, before the singing thereof." It is 
more likely, therefore, that it was the recommendation in 
the Directory rather than the difficulty of following the new 
version that led first to the practice of giving out the 
Psalms line by line. It is alleged that the Scots Commis- 
sioners at Westminster were much opposed to the insertion of 
that recommendation in the Directory — it was contrary, they 
said, to the usage in the Scotch Church, and it was not 
required by the backward state of education in Scotland — but 
the English divines were in love with it, and would have it, and 
as the Scots were anxious for uniformity of worship 
over the two kingdoms, the General Assembly took no 
exception to the clause. The practice was accordingly in- 
troduced into the Church of Scotland soon after, of giving out 
the Psalms in instalments of one line at a lime, and so popu- 
lar did the practice become, and so essential a part of revered 
use and wont, that very great difficulty was found long after- 
wards in getting it discontinued. Some disorders and abuses 
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doubtless arose out of the practice. It probably in some cases 
bordered too closely on the ridiculous to be edifying. Par- 
dovan, we have seen, was anxious to have the practice abo- 
lished, and for that end he says, "it were to be wished that 
masters of families would path the way for the more easy intro- 
ducing of our former practice by reviving and observing the 
same in their family worship." This suggestion was taken 
up by the General Assembly, and in 1746 the Assembly 
recommended to private families that in their religious ex- 
ercises they should in singing the praises of God go on without 
the intermission of reading each line. Great resentment arose, 
however, when attempts were made to abolish the practice in 
public worship, and it was not till the year 1809 that it was 
abolished in this parish. In a small scroll minute book of the 
Kirk Session, stitched up with another scroll book of earlier 
date, the following entry occurs without any comment or notice 
of motion or record of discussion about it, " 1S09, Dec. 10. 
Began to sing Psalms in the church without reading line by 
line." • 

An old practice in the public worship of the Church of Scot- 
land was to introduce a doxology into the Psalm that was sung. 
This doxology was just four lines of metre in which praise was 
ascribed to the three several persons of the Trinity. In the 
year 1643, however, a great clamour arose in the West of Scot- 
land about this doxology, It was a piece of human ritual 
people said. It was a commandment of man's that ought not 
to be accepted as a divine ordinance. Over all Ayrshire there 
was as much strife about this doxology as there might have 



•Dr. M'Kelvie, in hU nnnala of the United Pretbylerian Church, times Ibat i*d 
of ihe teiisoM ihal led people Jul centniy lo leave ihe Cburcli of Scotland an<l join 
the Secede" were ihe inlioduclion of ihe " ruN-Uni " and the paraphraMS into Uw 
ironhip •( the Naiion*! Church. 
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been about the most vital article of faith. Baillie, the famous 
journalist and controversiali.st, was then minister at Kilwinning, 
and so serious a matter did he consider the agitation that he 
made it the subject of a special address to his parishioners, 
some of whom had apparently been joining in the outcry. 
" The rejection of the conclusion," that is of the doxology, said 
Baillie, "is one of the first links in the chain of Brownism. 
From this beginning seducers have drawn on their followers to 
scunder at and reject our whole psalms in metre, and then to 
refuse our prayers. . . As for the putting of that matter — 
the doxology — in the end of a Psalm, the church which hath 
power to order the parts of God's worship hath good reason for 
it, for Christ in that pattern of all prayers and praises teaches 
us to conclude — for thine is the glory for ever." The General 
Assembly of 1643 had the question under discussion, and for the 
sake of peace passed an act, draughted by Henderson, in which 
all disputation on the subject was ordered to be dropped. At 
the Westminster Assembly there was no debate about the dox- 
ology. "Without scruple Independents and all sang it, so far 
as I know," said Baillie, "where it was printed at the end of 
two or three Psalms. But in the new translation of the Psalms 
resolving to keep punctually to the original text without any 
addition, we and they were content to omit that whereupon 
we saw both the Popish and Prelatical parties did so much dote 
as to put it to the end of the most of their lessons and all t/ieir 
Psa/ms." He adds further that in the letter from the West- 
minster Divines to the General Assembly there was a desire 
for the discontinuance of the doxology and of bowing in the 
pulpit, expressed " tn a general courteous clause which we were 
instructed to make particular." This general courteous 
dause in the letter of the Divines was as follows, and it might 
fitiy be quoted at the present day to many people for its step 
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ling good sense: "Albeit we have not expressed in the Direc- 
tory every minute particular which is or might be either laid 
aside or retained among us, as comely and useful in practice, 
yet we trust that none will be so tenacious of old customs not 
expressly forbidden, or so averse from good examples although 
new, in matters of^lesser consequence, as to insist upon their 
liberty of retaining the one or refusing the other, because not 
specified in the Directory, but be studious to please others 
rather than themselves." In 1649 the question of the doxology 
came up for discussion again in the General Assembly, and it 
would seem, says Dr. Sprott, that an understanding was come 
to, that with the view of pleasing the divines of England, 
the use of the doxology in public worship should be dis- 
continued. Against this concession one man spoke out 
stoutly. This was Calderwood, the historian, who said that 
he had always sung the doxology in public worship, that 
he would sing it to his dying day, and that after 
his death he would resume it louder than ever in the 
New Jerusalem. In 1662 when Prelacy was re-established 
it was enacted by one or more Synods that the use of the 
doxology should be revived.* And although this enactment 
was made by the Bishops, it is to be observed that Wodrow, 
who had great aversion to the Bishops and their doings in 
general, does not condemn the enactment. The doxology, he 
says, was a song composed when Arians and other sects denied 
the deity of Christ, and in 1662 there were many sects who 
denied that doctrine. It would have been well, he adds, if the 
Bishops had enacted nothing worse than the singing of a 



•■ In ihc Synod of Galloway's Acl, 1664, antnt uniformity «mone minislcc^, il 11 
ilalcil Ihal " every minister should close hispiayer liy saying of the Lord's prayer, 
and should close ye psalm wilh ye doxoli^ie." Registci of ihc Synod of Gal- 
loway from OcL 1664 10 April 1671. 
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But the doxology was the symbol of a party, and 
the mention of it one way or another, in approval or disappro- 
val, excited party feelings. In 1643 the doxology was upheld 
and used by all the moderate Covenanters^ike Henderson 
and Douglas, Baillie of Kilwinning, and George Young of 
Mauchline — it was decried and disused by the more vehement 
Puritans like Nevay of Newmilns. Mowat of Kilmarnock, 
Hutcheson of Colmonell, and Gabriel Maxwell of Dundonald. 
In 1649 'ts disuse was still demanded by the ultra-Puritans, 
and was conceded and submitted to by those that were zealous 
for uniformity with England, while it was protested against 
by the extreme constitutionalists like the historian Calderwood. 
In 1663 its re-introduction was welcomed or allowed by all of 
the Prelatical and court party, while its disuse was persevered 
in by those generally who refused to conform to the new order 
of things. The re-introduction of the doxolc^y in i562, it may 
also be remarked, was in some cases accompanied with a re- 
commendation in regard to postures in worship. In the Synod 
of Aberdeen it was recommended that in lime of public prayers 
people should observe gestures of reverence by cither standing 
or kneeling, and that in singing the doxology they should stand.* 
We shall see in a subsequent lecturet how a little disturbance 
was created and promptly suppressed in Mauchline church at 
the introduction of the doxology in 1685. but there is nothing 
said in the records of our Kirk Session about either changes 
of posture in worship or what postures were at any particular 
date in use. 

The principle on which exception was taken to the singing 
of doxologies in church should naturally lead people to object 



* Bishop Sigc speaks of ihe people in Picsbyletjan churches in Scotland iiuing 
tNot publiihed in Ihii volume. 
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to the singing of hymns, and of what in Scotland are com- 
monly at the present day called paraphrases. And in point of 
fact there has been a great amount of eccentric opinion on the 
subject o( praise propounded and professed in the Protestant 
Church in all periods of her history. Puritanism has gone to 
as much excess in the matter of worship as in the matter of 
Christian life. At the present day there are not a few persons 
even in the Church of Scotland, and far more among those that 
are not in the Church of Scotland, who maintain that the only 
proper subjects for divine praise in public worship are the met- 
rical versions of the old Te.stament Psalms. But it may very 
well be contended that the principles on which these people 
frame their theory of worship should lead them much further 
than this. The metrical versions of the Psalms are not the 
Psalms themselves, but the Psalms paraphrased and distorted 
by human inventions to suit the exigences of rhyme and metre. 
They are not the verbatim words of inspiration that came from 
the lips of David and Asaph, or the prophets of the captivity 
and restoration. They are not even a literal English transla- 
tion of these words. There have accordingly been strait laced 
people that have objected to the use in public worship of the 
metrical version of the Psalms quite as strongly and vehemently 
as the late Dr. Begg used to object to the use of human hymns. 
And their argument is just Dr. Begg's argument carried out to 
its logical conclusions. The first Protestant dissenters and the 
true fathers of Puritanism in England and Scotland were the 
Brownists,' and they rejected altogether metrical versions of 

• So many refefeaces have been made in (tui lecture lo ihe Brownists Ihul some 
nfornutlon about them and their conneclion with ScotlaDd may poBsibljr be wished 
bj same ceailerB. The following leniences ftuni Caldeiwood will perhaps sulhce : 
"Upon Thursday the glh of Jinuar (1584) an Englishman called Robert litown 
^me to Edinbuigh out of Flanders. He landed at Uundie, and having gottin sup- 
porl there be came lo St. Andiewei, where he puicbased a letter ol coramendaliou n 
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the Psalms as an unauthorised union of divine and human, 
inspired and uninspired elements. One of their chief apostles 
says, "what I speak against is not that comfortable and 
heavenly harmony of singing Psalms, but it is the rhyming and 
paraphrasing of the Psalms as in your church." And in Scot- 
land during the hot times of the persecution there were a few 
fanatics that took up these views. Among others there was a 
crazy man of the name of Gib, the owner and skipper of a 
coasting vessel in the Forth. He, so to speak, out-covenanted 
all the covenanters. He not only held that the Episcopal 
Church established in Scotland at that time was a corrupt and 
an Anti-christian Church, but that men like Richard Cameron 
and Donald Cargill came far short of the mark in their con- 
tentions for the truth. He founded a sect of his own, there- 
fore, and went over the country preaching and proselytising. 
Like Messrs. Moody and Sankey at the present day, too, he 
utilised the softening and sanctifying influences of music in his 
outdoor services, and indeed so much that he and his followers 



from Mi. Andrew Melvill tu Mr. James Lowsone (minisler at Edinburgh). There 
came in company with him foure or five Englishmen with theii wives and families. 
They held opinioun ol acpaiaiioun from all kirks where excommunicalion was Dot 
riguranslie u^ against open offenders nat repenting. They would not admilt wit- 
nesses (god-fathers) in baptisime and sindrie other opinions ihey had. This Brown 
was their preacher. . . He and his compinie remained at the heid of the Can- 
nonEBie. . . UponTuesday ihcint, Robert Brown, the ringleader of the Browti- 
ists, in couferencE with same of the Presbylerie alledged that the whole discipline 
of Scotland was amisse. . . It was thought good that Mr. James Lowion nnd 
Mr. John Davidson soutd gather out of his bonke and their practice suche opinions 
as they suspected or perceaved them to ene in and get! them ready against Moouday 
nixt, lo pose him and his followers therupon that iheraftei the king might be in- 
formed. . . Upon Tuisday the 28lh, Robert Brown, with the rest ol his com- 
plices, were called before the Presbylerie and continued till the mome. tie 
acknowledged and avowed his books and other thing!). Mr. James Lowson and 
Mr. John Davidson were appointed to gather the erroneous articles lo be pieienled 
to the King. But they were inlerleaned and fostered lo molest the kirk,"^lhal isihe 
king used the Bruwnisls at a means of weakening the power of the church against 
hii own royal pmogaiive. 
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were known by the name of the sweet singers. But along with 
sweet singing he cultivated a most intemperate style of lan- 
guage. He denounced dignities, sneered at statesmen, railed 
at churches and poured contempt on all ordained ministers. His 
impeachments of all existing institutions, civil and ecclesiastical, 
became at length so outrageous that the attention of the gov- 
ernment was called to his doings ; and for what Wodrow desig- 
nates "scandals and blasphemies," but what the statesmen of 
the time would probably have termed seditious and incendiary 
speeches, he was apprehended and clapt into prison. A more 
fitting destination for him would have been a lunatic asylum, 
where laxative medicines, with bodily exercise, were pre- 
scribed in copious doses. However, he was lodged in the 
Tolbooth of Edinburgh, and while lying there, in "the 
Ironhouse," as he termed it, he emitted a paper that he 
said was inspired by the Holy Ghost. In this curious docu- 
ment he denounced as sinful every custom that in its origin 
was either superstitious or heathen, such as the naming of days 
and months after Pagan deities orPopish saints.theobservance of 
Yule, Hogmanay, and St. Valentine's eve, and what is not the 
least notable, as indicating a glimmering of sound sense and 
sober judgment in the midst of his ravings, the prevalent objec- 
tion to marriage in the month of May. But in his prison- 
penned paper he said also, " Yesterday being the 36th day of 
the fifth month (1681}, it seemed good to the Holy Ghost and 
to us to take out of our Bibles the Psalms in metre, for several 
causes mentioned afterwards, for the Book of the Revelation 
says if any man should add unto these things God shall add 
unto him the plagues which are written in this book, and we 
did burn them in our prison house and sweep away the ashes." 
In another part of his paper he accused the Church of " usurp- 
ing supremacy" in saying, by authority of the General Assembly, 
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we allow these Psalms to be sung in churches. This supremacy, 
he said, [ and those enchained with me renounce, and we 
maintain that nothing but the Scriptures themselves should be 
within the boards of the Bible. And extreme as these views 
of Gib were, they were not the most extreme that were put 
forth in the name of Puritanism. The BrownisCs allowed the 
singing of psalms in prosebutonlyasamatter of instruction and 
comfort, whereby God is glorified, and not as an act of im- 
mediate praise. AJl praise as well as prayer, they contended, 
must be extempore, and not expressed in any set words, 
whether found in the Bible or not. The singing of hymns, 
they said, is an ordinance, and any member of the church 
exercising his gifts is free to bring a hymn of his own and 
sing it to the congregation, all the rest being silent and giving 
audience." And it was not the Brownists only that held these 
opinions, but some of the Independents also, about two hun- 
dred years ago, were imbued with the same fantastic notions. 

it is proper to observe, however, that neither the extreme 
views of the Gibbites and Brownists, nor the more moderate 
views expressed by some people at the present day that the 
psalms in metre should alone be used in the service of public 
praise, were ever set forth or sanctioned by the Church of 
Scotland. From the date of the Reformation down to the 
sitting of the Westminster Assembly, not only were metrical 
versions of the Psalms, but hymns and doxologies also, gener- 
ally sung in the public worship of the Church. In all the old 
Psalters printed and used during that period, there are hymns 



•One of ihe Brownists wrole — " The reading out of a book is no part of spirilnal 
worship, but Ihe invention of the man of sin. liooksand writings ate in Ihe nature 
of piciures or images, and therefore in the nature of ceremonies, and so by come- 
quenl the reading ol a book is ceremonial. The tluly Sciiptuies are doI to be te- 
Uined before the eyes in time of spiritual worship. It is unlawful 10 have Ihe boo 
bdbte Ihc cftt in sinking of Pulms." — Baillie'i DisnuuiT^ t8, 19. 
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inserted. The year 1650, however, witnessed a change in that 
respect. The present version of the Psaims was that year 
printed for use in public worship,' and no hymns nor para- 
phrases were appended. But this omission of hymns from the 
Psalter in 1650 did not indicate that the Church had come to 
object to the use of hymns in public worship. It may be con- 
sidered rather, like the discontinuance of the doxology, as a 
truce with the English Puritans for the sake of uniformity and 
peace. In the year 1647, when a committee was appointed by 
the General Assembly to examine and revise Rous' version (or 
paraphrase, as it was termed) of the Psalms, which is now, and 
has for more than 230 years been, the version used in the 
Church of Scotland, Mr. Zachary Boyd was requested 



* Conudeied musically, (he introductioD of the present metrical version of the 
Fsalmi, commonly called Rous' veraon, was a ictrogr.-ide movcinenl, is tbe follaw- 
ingcuriouspassageinihediity of Lumonl of Newton will she*. "A new Iran sUl ion 
of the Fsalms of David in mette, first corrected by the AsBcmblie of Divines in Eng- 
land, bot sflerworde revised by the General Assembtie of this kingdom and their 
Commissioner!, was appointed to be jiraclised in all the kirks of the kingdom, the 
former discharged. This Iranslalian is more ncarc the origin&l Hebrew than the 
former, as also the whole Psalms aie Iranalaled lo common tunes, whereas in the 
former there were many proper lunes (ihal is, peculiar measures requiring special 
lunci to suit them). Ther be proper lunes alfo in this translation, bot with all iber 
is adjoyned common tunes with them." 

In 1631 King James produced a metrical version of the Psalms under his own 
name, although it is said lo have been ihe work of a well-known poet of that age. 
Sir Wm. Alciandcr of Mcnstric, and His Majesty would fain have loisted (his royal 
paraphrase on the Church. In alarm at this threatened innovation, reasons against 
Ihe public use of the king's version were drawn up by some of the clc^. noIal>I]r 
Caldcrwool. One reason woj, that people (ould sing all or most pari of the Psalmi 
in (he old metaphrase wilhout book ; another was, thai a change of version would 
make (he KJik appear lighl-headed and unsettled ; and a third was, that the new 
version contained faniastjcal words, such as "opposites — exorbitant — gratefully — 
usher — portend, etc." The real reason of dislike, however, was that the version 
was " undertaken without direction of the Kirk, or offer made to the Kirk before." 
— M'Meekan's History of the Scottish Metrical Psalms. Strange to say, although the 
king's version was much despised by the Church of Scotland, it was largely bor- 
rowed from by Rous in the version adopted by the Church of ScoUand. — Cno- 
* Hi(lai7, £i. 155. 
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to "be at the paines to translate the other Scriptural 
songs in meeter, and to report his travels also to the Com- 
mission of Assembly." Possibly Mr. Boyd's labours were 
not found very satisfactory, for his Scripture rhymes have not 
the melody of Milton's muse ; but whether his labours were 
satisfactory or not, the deference thought due to the English 
Presbyterians in 1650, and the rise soon after of engrossing 
troubles in the kingdom, were sufficient to account for the 
temporary abandonment of the projected compilation, After 
the great bubble of uniformity with England in doctrine, wor- 
ship, and Church government, had burst, and the Church of 
Scotland was at the Revolution established anew on her old 
separate national Presbyterian basis, the attention of the 
General Assembly was again directed to the subject of Scrip- 
tural songs, as a supplement to tlie metrical version of the 
Psalms. In 1706 a collection of such songs, put into verse by 
Mr. Patrick Simpson, minister at Renfrew, was recom- 
mended to be used in private families, with the view, it 
may be presumed, of preparing the way for their introduc- 
tion into public worship ; and in 1708 it was remitted 
by the General Assembly to its Commission, " maturely 
to consider the printed version of (these) Scriptural songs, with 
the remarks of Presbyteries thereupon, and after an examina- 
tion thereof ... to conclude and establish that version, 
and to publish and emit it for the public use of the Church," as 
was done with the present version of the Psalms in 1649. Mr. 
Simpson's Scripture songs, however, never established a foot- 
ing in the public service of the Church, 

But in 1742 the attention of the General Assembly was 
again called to the defective state of the Church Psalter, and 
a committee was appointed to prepare some Paraphrases of 
sacred writ, " to be joined with the Psalms of David so as to 
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enlarge the Psalmody." Three years afterwards this com- 
mittee laid before the Assembly "some pieces of sacred 
poesy . . composed by private persons," and these pieces 
of sacred poetry were, with sundry alterations, recommended 
by the Assembly in 1751, to be published and used in family 
exercise.* For the next twenty-four years nothing further 
was done in the matter. But in 1775 the Assembly was over- 
tured by the Synod of Glasgow and Ayr to take such steps 
as should be judged necessary for introducing the Paraphrases 
into the Psalter of the Church. In consequence of this overture a 
committee was appointed to examine and revise the 1751 col- 
lection, and to "receive and consider any corrections or addi- 
tional materials that might be laid before them." The result 
was that, in 1781, the committee gave in to the Assembly 
" such a collection of sacred poems as they thought might 
be submitted to the judgment of the Church," and the As- 
sembly ordered copies of the same to be transmitted "to 
Presbyteries for their perusal." And while these copies 
were being examined and criticised in Presbyteries, the As- 
sembly also "in the meantime allowed this collection of sacred 
poems to be used in public worship in congregations where the 
minister finds it for edification." This permission, however. 



■ There a an ialctenine reft tonce to ihii collection of sacred poems in the Records 
ofthe Piesbyleijr of Ayr. The mlnule is as follows: — " The Presbytery hnvmg 
considered the Scrlpluic Panphiase tiansmilled by Ihc Ule General .^sicnibly to 
the several Ttcibyieries of this Church give it tis their opinion that the enlarging of 
oui Ptalmody 11 highly necc»ary, and wish Ihc Assembly would not sulTer the de- 
sign to be dropt. But as I'labyleries have not had leisure in the present confusion 
(that ii. the cotifuiions arising out of Prince Charles' lebellion) to consider iheni so 
maiuicly at they deserve, the Presbytery are of opinion thai ihcy should be yel 
again iransmilted. that they should be ranged tnoie rncthodically, and that several 
others should be added upon other subjects." The injection of hymns into the 
Church ii more summarily effected now-a-dayi. The criticism of Presbyteries is 
avoided, nolwilb^ilanding what the Bariiei Act sayi, and what the former practice 
of the Cbiuch hai been. 



Public Worship in Olden Times. 8| 

was merely a prudential way of makinga virtue of necessity. It 
was giving a show of authority to what it was known would be 
done by some people without authority, for in the "advertise- 
ment" prefixed to old copies of the 1781 collection, it is 
stated that the earlier collection of 1751 had been previously 
"used in several churches."' It is this 17S1 collccticn 
of paraphrases that is still, after the lapse of more than a 
hundred years, bound in our Scottish Bibles along with the 
metrical version of the Psalms of David. This collection, too, 
is merely a revised and an enlarged edition of the one printed 
in 175I- The old "advertisement" just spoken of says that 
" all the translations and paraphrases which had appeared in 
the former (1751) publication are in substance retained. But 
they have been revised with care. Many alterations, and, it is 
hoped, improvements, are made upon them. A considerable 
number of new paraphrases are added. They are all now 
arranged according to the order in which the several passages 
of Scripture lie in the Bible, and a few hymns are subjoined." 
Strange to say, although these paraphrases have continued to 
be used in churches ever since their publication in 178 1, the 
interim Act of Assembly that allowed their use "in the 
meantime" has never been converted into a permanent Act 
It is said that the requisite approval of Presbyteries for this 
purpose was never obtained. But the permission granted in 
1781 was never recalled, and it may be held that use and 



Mr. Hill Burton says he "had great rliflicully in obtaining a copy of ihe original 
(1751) poTaphrases." It may not be out of place chererore 10 state that this (1751) 
ctilleclion may be eeen appended lo a large family ISilile in a woikman'i house in 
Mauchline villngc. The cnllcclion comprise 45 "jiieces of poesy" which me 
termed songs, and ate headeil Song I, Song I, Sung 3, &c. In some cases the 
amendmenls of i?8l ate doubtful imptovemenis on ihc eailicr version. Fot in- 
ilancc the apparent inconsistency between the 2nd and jrd verse in the 2jth Paia- 
ptmic doa not appear in the original tone. 
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wont have now given as valid an authority for the singing of 
the Paraphrases in church as a special Act of Assembly 
could do. The Paraphrases have, on the strength 
of their own merits, established a secure place in the 
psalmody of all the Presbyterian Churches in Scotland. 
But it was not without contention and controversy, strife and 
bitterness, that the Paraphrases made their way into use 
in our public services. People still living remember the hos- 
tility with which the use of the Paraphrases was regarded. In 
the days of Mr. Auld's ministry there were no Paraphrases 
used in Mauchline church, nor were there any in the days of 
his amiable and cultured successor Mr. Rcid. Nothing but the 
pure songs of Zion were cvei heard then. It was reserved 
for Mr. Tod to introduce the Paraphrases, and this he did in 
iSoS, two years after his settlement in the parish. There is no 
notice of this important step in any extant minute of Kirk Ses- 
sion, but allusion is made to it in a small memorandum book 
of the Session Clerk, in which collections and notes of cases 
of discipline are entered for transference into the proper jour- 
nals. The whole entry regarding the Paraphrases in this 
memorandum book is, " 1806, Feb. 9, began to sing the Para- 
phrases," and what was the first Paraphrase given out to be 
sung in Mauchline Church may be conjectured from the fact 
that the te.vt on that memorable day was " Wherewith shall 
I come before the Lord and bow myself before the most high 
God." 

From 1806 to 1882 no changes in either the materials of 
praise or the mode of rendering praise occurred in Mauchline 
church, but the year 1SS3 will always be memorable in our 
parish annals as the year in which the organ and the hymnal 
were introduced. These events are loo recent either to call for 
or to justify further notice at present, but it may be stated that 
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in order to satisfy the curiosity of subsequent generations a 
narrative of the movement for purchasing the organ and pre- 
paring a place for its reception in the church has been inserted 
in the Session Records. 

Having described the reader's and precentor's service I have 
now to speak of the service that specially devolved on the min- 
ister. It will not be necessary to say much about public prayers, 
because during the period covered by our extant parish records 
the ser\-icc of prayer in tlie church has undergone no change 
of form. It is well known that a liturgy was at one time, and 
for a long time, used in the Church of Scotland. In the year 
1564 the Geiii-ral Assembly ordained that every minister, ex- 
horter, and reader should have one of the Psalm books lately 
printed in Edinburgh, and use the order therein contained in 
prayers, marriages, and ministration of the sacraments. The 
order here referred to is what is set down in the book commonly 
known as Knox's Liturgy ; and this Liturgy continued to be 
used by some ministers and readers down to the year 1637 at 
least, if not to 1645. Its use was by no means universal, how- 
ever, during that period. There were both ministers and 
readers before 1637 that rebelled against set forms of prayer, 
and laid the prayer book aside. Rutherford, in one of his let- 
ters says, " Anent read prayers I could never see precept, pro- 
mise, or practice for them in God's Word. Our Church never 
allowed them, but men took them up at their own choice. The 
Word of God maketh reading and praying two different wor- 
ships. In reading God speaketh to uh, and in praying we 
speak to God. I had never faith to think well of them. In 
my weak judgment I think it were well if they were out of the 
service of God. The saints never used them, and God never 
commanded them, and a promise to hear any prayers except 
the pDuring out of the soul to God we can never read." And 
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not only were extempore prayers always popular with the gen- 
eral public, but when they were given by a minister of some 
culture and intellectual power they were not taken amiss even 
by the professed connoisseurs of devotion. When young and 
raw readers, however, sparsely gifted and not more than half 
educated, took on themselves, as they often did, to treat con- 
gregations to extempore prayers the guardians of public man- 
ners were horrified. It was a shame to all religion, 5aid King 
Charles, to have the majesty of God so barbarously spoken to, 
and as a remedy for this deformity, as he termed it, in the public 
worship of the Church of Scotland, Charles issued a new service 
book to be used as a liturgy by all preachers and readers." But 
neither minister nor people would take the king's liturgy, and 
extempore prayers became more established in use and favour 
than ever. The real objection, however, to the king's service 
book by those that best represented the Church of Scotland in 
1637 was not because it prescribed set prayers to be read in pub- 
lic worship. That could have been borne with, and indeed 
was patiently borne with every Sabbath, But the book 
was introduced in an offensive manner, and it contained 
oBensive rubrics. It was compiled and introduced into the 
Church by a royal mandate, and without the Church's examina- 



* In the preface to Chiiles' (or Laud*!) service book, the rullowing inleresling 
pa[agta|)h occurs, " Out fi(*t Ilcfotineti were oi ihe same mindc »iih ut, u np- 
peareih by ihu oidinance Ihey made thai in all Uie pariihei of ihii reibn ihe coin- 
muo'iiniyef ^huulil be tejtJ weekly on bundaici and ulhcr fe&lival dayet with ihe 
kuons of the Old and New TeslainenI, conl.iiiii lu tlie urdec of the buuk of c»in- 
inon prayer, meaaing ihai of England, lor it is known thai divers yean alter we 
had 110 other order for common prayer. Tbit U recocitcd to have been the ficsi bead 
ccincluded in a frequeni council of the Lords and Baiuns proleuing Christ Jesus. 
We keep the words of the history, ' KtUgian -wai nel Ihta pia.td m liitt aitJ («• 
Imrts Htrmtn ItUttn with Ike foHtii tf txltmpgrary fraytrt.' Sure the public wiii- 
ihlp of God in hit church being the moal solemn oclion of us liit pour creatures 
here tielow, <iughl t<j be perfonned by a lituri;ii: ndvisediy set and framed, and not 
accordfog lo Ibe tudilea and various fanciet of men." 
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tion, revision, or approval, That was an invasion of the Church's 
rights and liberties, and therefore it was resented by the Church. 
The book, besides, contained expressions and prescribed cere- 
monies that were considered to go too far in the direction of 
Popish doctrineand Popish ritual. It was more High Church than 
the English prayer book itself It gave permission to the Pres- 
byter to chant or intone certain portions of the service. Direc- 
tions were given in it also that at particular parts of the ser- 
vice all the people should stand up and say aloud, "Glory be 
to Thee, Oh Lord." In the communion service there was a 
prayer set down that seemed to sanction the doctrine of tran- 
substantiation. Although the Presbyterians in 1637, therefore, 
could have forborne the use of read prayers in public worship, 
they would neither submit to have a liturgy thrust upon them 
nolenles vjlentes, nor would they accept the ritual offered them 
in the service book. But it must also be said that although ex- 
tempore prayers were generally cried up in 1 637 there were some 
places where their introduction was not welcomed. " New incum 
customs," was what Spalding said of them, with a satirical mark 
of admiration. And even after they had become rooted and 
grounded in public favour people would still listen respectfully 
to a liturgy if it was accompanied with ministrations that were 
otherwise good. It is said of Dr. Gilbert Burnet that during 
his ministry in Salton from 1665 to 1669 he succeeded by his 
pastoral care and tenderness, zeal and ability, in completely 
gaining the affections of all his parishioners, "not excepting 
the Presbyterians, although he was the only man in Scotland 
that made use of the prayers in the English Church liturgy," 

Although it is, strictly speaking, foreign to the subject of this 
lecture, which has to do only with the Sabbath service in the 
Church of Scotland and particularly at Mauchline, at different 
dates and during different periods, 1 cannot resist the tempts- 
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tion of giving here a brief account of a very grand old practice 
that prevailed in England at least, if not in Scotland, in Cath- 
olic times. And in doing this I shall just quote from a book 
called the "Alliance of Divine Offices." which exhibits "all the 
liturgies of the Church of England since the Reformation, as 
also the late Scotch Service Book, with all their respective var- 
iations, with annotations . . giving a fair prospect into the 
usages of the ancient Church." The name of the author is 
Hamon L'Estrange, and the book was printed in 1659, " for 
Henry Broom at the signe of the Gun in Ivic Lane." "The 
agenda of religion in our Church before the Reformation were," 
says the author of this book, " performed, it is well known, in 
Latin, a language very unedifying to a non-intclHgent people. 
That so many so much interested and concerned in those sac- 
red offices should not be totally excluded as idle spectators, or 
fit for nothing but now and then to return an Amen to they 
knew not what, this expedient was devised. The people were 
exhorted to join in prayers according to certain heads, dictated 
to them by the minister in the English tongue, observing the 
method and materials of the then prayers for all states, so that 
of all the service then used this only could properly be called 
common prayer, as being the only form wherein the whole con- 
gregation did joyn in consort, and therefore the title of it in the 
Injunctions of Edward 6, Anno 1547 is, 'The form of bidding 
the common prayers." Now because it was made by Allocution 
or speaking to the people, agreeing with what the primitive 
church called tita^iirva. it was called bidding of prayers." 
Nothing could be more proper or more solemn, more impressive 
or more edifying in public worship than a brief service of this 
kind reverently conducted. 

It is well known that in Protestant chuiches generally, and 
in the Church of Scotland in particular, the preaching of the 
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word has always been reckoned the chief part of the service of 
the sanctuary. The quantity of preaching that ministers had 
to give and people had to take in olden times was enormous. 
There were commonly two diets of worship on the Sabbath, 
and \ZTy often what was termed a week day sermon besides. 
In 1648 an act was passed by the General Assembly reviving 
former acts which appointed ministers to preach both before and 
after noon. Pardovan complains that in his day, which was 
in the beginning of last century, this act had fallen too much 
into disuetudc, and that in many parishes there was only one 
diet of worship on Sunday." Till within a comparatively re- 
cent date there were in Mauchline two diets of worship on Sab- 
bath, the greater part of the year if not all the year round. In 
some of the old records there is a note of the service entered, 
and from these notes we see what the extent of service had 
been. Opening a volume of records at random I find the fol- 
lowing entry under date 28th May, 1732, " Mr. Ferguson, pro- 
bationer, lectured on Psalm 39 and preached on Psalm 30 and 
7. The minister preached afternoon on Psalm 116 and 12." 
On this occasion the minister had got help in the forenoon, but 
that was not a common occurrence, and his usual Sabbath-day's 
work in the pulpit was a lecture and a sermon in the forenoon, 
and a sermon in the afternoon. In 1736 there is a touching 
and kindly entry under date 28th March, that " the minister 
came home this day, and being weary of his journey only 
preached." 



* In the records of Galilon Kirk Session Tor 1639 the following minule, which 
irill approve itrelfto man^ people fur its good tense, will be found, "August iSlh. 
In respect the day \i wearing shorter there phall be but forenoon's prwfhing, wilh 
prayers and rcndiiiE, the time being two aflernoon, and this act to be put to con- 
tinue tiil March." Anii so in March 1640 we read of a man's being broughl before 
IIm Stttion for probning the Sabbnlh "in lime oCaflemooii (eading." 
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Besides two sermons every Sabbath the ministerhad frequently 
in olden times to give a third sermon during the weelc. Par- 
dovan says there was no Act of Assembly enjoining these week 
day sermons, and he evidently was of opinion that for all the good 
they did they might have been dispensed with. There was a 
semi-statutory authority, however, for these sermons. An Act 
of Assembly passed in 1648 on particular remedies for present 
corruptions and enormities says that "ministers (should) cate- 
chise one day every week wherein also they may baptize and 
lecture or preach." These catechetical and lecture meetings 
were a substitute for an older and simpler institution. During 
the period of Episcopacy prior to 1638 it had been customary 
to have meetings in churches on the afternoons or evenings of 
week days, and at these meetings portions of scripture and 
prayers from the liturgy were read by the minister or reader. 
The rebellion against set forms and ceremonies which began in 
1637 led to these meetings for prayer being changed into meet- 
ings for lectures. A somewhat dubious reason for the change 
is given in the diary of John Nicol,' " In stcid of evening 
and morning prayeris, the ministeris taking to thair 
consideration that the not reiding and exponing of the 
Scriptures at the old accustomed tyme of prayer was the occa- 
sion of much drinking at that seasoun quhen these prayeris 
and chaptures wer usuallie red, thairfoir, and to prevent that sin 
it wes concludil in the beginning of March. 1650, that all the 
days of the week a lectorie sould be red and exponit in Edin- 
burgh be evcrie minister thair /^r vices, quhilk accordinglie wes 
put in practize and so began this holie and hevinlie exer- 
cise." That heavenly exercise, however, had been instituted in 



• An equally •tuiieui reason for the cKanee is given by Spalding, " This fotmc 
ss biochi ID Tm to iD'k tbtii ftipend beitet 11" 
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some places in Scotland before 1650, and although as a rule it 
was a popular movement it was not universally so. "Upon 
the 4th May. 1642, Doctor Goold, principal of the College in 
Aberdeen, began a noveltie," says Spalding, "and to preich 
upon this weik day within the College kirk. , . His audi- 
toris war few, who had little feist of his doctrein. and at last 
himself wyreit and shortlie gave over this weiklie sermon moir 
foolishlie nor it began." The lectures were nevertheless con- 
tinued by men of more resolute character than Dr. Goold, even 
although they were denounced as thraldom by the Laodiceans 
of the northern capital. Three days a week they were held in 
Aberdeen in 1642 by Andrew Cant and his colleagues, and 
"the people were compelled to attend these lectures or were 
cryd out against." During the time of preaching on week da;*-^ 
"no merchand nor craftisman's booth durris durst beopnit, th..t 
the kirk raicht be the better keipit be the masteris and seru- 
andis." And it was neither so far back as 1 642, nor so far north 
as Aberdeen that this rigour was to be seen. In 1661 the min- 
ister and Kirk Session of Dumbarton complained to the Town 
Council that " upon the weiklie days sermon thair ar several 
merchants and traidsmen within bur^h who in time of .sermon 
mak thair merchandise, and wark their wark to the great dis- 
honour of God, contempt of the gospel, and hindrance of thair 
awin edification," and the Tnwn Council, for preventing of the 
like in time coming, ordain. J that every person so transgressing 
should pay an unlaw of 40s. Even before Goold and Cant in- 
troduced the lecture lessons, as they were termed in Aberdeen, 
there were week d^iy sermons in .some places in Ayrshire. The 
ministry of David Dick or Dickson at Irvine terminated in 
1641 by his translation to the chair of Divinity in the Univer- 
sity of Glasgow : and Mr. Dickson while at Irvine had week 
day sermons on Mondays, which were then tlie market days in 
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that town. "Upon the Sabbath tvenings many persons under 
soui distress used to resort to hts house after sermon, when 
usually he spent an hour or two in answering their cases and 
directing and comforting those who were cast down, 
in all which he had an extraordinary talent. In a 
large hal! he had in his house at Irvine there would 
have been, as I am informed by old Christians, several 
scores of serious Christians waiting for him when he came from 
the church. Those with the people round the town who came 
into the market at Irvine, made the church as throng, if not 
thronger, on the Mondays as on the Lord's day, by these week 
day sermons." * In the year 1642 both the old and the new cus- 
toms were observed at Mauchline. In other words, there were 
both prayer meetings and lecture meetings. At a presbyteria! 
visitation of the parish that year, Mr. Young said that " he 
preached twyse on the Sabbath, and every Twysday once, sum- 
tyme by preaching and sumtyme by catechising, and declared 
the frequent meeting of the people to that effect. And further, 
he declared that publict prayers wer used and reading of the 
Scriptures morning and evening, and that familie exercise wes 
also observed." In 1643 the minister of Coylton was exhorted 
by the Presbytery of Ayr to preach twice every Sabbath, preach 
catechetical doctrine once a week, and see if family exercise be 
constantly practised in the parish. As recently as 1743, Mr. 
Auld was strictly enjoined by the Presbytery to have week 
day sermons at Mauchline, as was formerly done on the " mercat 
days." It was apparently the market day, therefore, that was 
generally utilised by ministers for their week day sermons, and 



* Preface by Wodrow to «n old huok one 
Troth'* Victory o»et Ecrot. This book was a 
n Liickv>n'i> Cl<us of Divinity. Itj iiubticalii 



n English of nulei taken 
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it is easy to understand, therefore, how Mr. Maitland should 
have complained, as he did, of the number of " mcrcat days " in 
Mauchline, making his charge "very gravaminous." " 

In the oldest extant records of this parish, those, namely, 
that refer to the period of Mr, Veitch's ministry, there is little, 
if any. express mention made of week day sermons, but there 
are frequent entries of collections on week days, which imply 
that on such days there were congregational gatherings as in 
the time of Mr. Young, for cither sermon or catechetical 
examinations. About 1680, during Mr, Veitch's mini.stry, 
these week day meetings in church seem to have been 
held every second Tuesday, that is half as often as they were 
in Mr. Young's day. Both in Mr. Maitland's and Mr. Auld's 
days the week day sermon was continued, but not so regularly 
nor frequently as in earli:r times. 

While treating of the Reader's duties, we saw that it was 
customary to have diets of catechising in church on the Sun- 
days, but we see now that there were also diets of catechising 
held on week days. The Sunday's catechising seems always 
to have been a catechising of children, the week days cate- 
chising was a catechising of all and sundry — young and old, 
high and low, rich and poor. The catechising of children in 
church on Sundays was a very ancient custom. In the English 
Prayer Book there is a rubric appended to the Catechism 
which stMes that the curate of every parish shall diligently, 
upon Sundays and holy days, after the second lesson at even- 
ing prayer, openly in the church instruct and examine so many 
children of his parish sent unto him as he shall think convenient, 
in some part of the Catechism. " The same rule," says 

• In 1714 Ihe minisler of Ciiyllon re]iof(eil lo ihe Prsshytery nt their visil.ilion of 
hU pnrish rhai he ivns in the way of intimaung we«LI)* kctiires, " Lul M)n:ieim>» 
did noE preach becaiue of Ibe pnacily of the people that ii:i:el.'' 



92 Old Church Life in Scotland. 

L'Estrange, " is observed by the Belgick Church, and so did 
the Palatine divines advise at the Synod of Dort that it should 
bean afternoon exercise. And I wish," continues that author, 
"that they of the Presbyterian inclination would more listen 
to these their friends, and if not for conformity's, yet for 
Christianity's sake, not suffer preaching so totally to usurp and 
justle out this most necessary office. The afternoon sermon 
hilh not that countenance of authority in our Church which 
catechising hath, this being settled by express rule, that only 
tolerated or entering in by remote implication, and though late 
custom hath invested it with an honour commensurate with 
and equal td that of the morning sermon, sure I am, it was 
of minor reputation in the apostolical and next succeeding 
ages." Whatever may be said of the Presbyterian Church in 
England at one period, the Presbyterian Church in Scotland 
has been more alive to the duty of catechising children on 
Sunday than Mr. L'Estrange may have been aware of. So 
recently as the year 1747 the Presbytery of Ayr recommended 
" that the ancient good custom of repeating the Catechism in 
church on the Lord's day, before sermon in the forenoon (that 
is, at the reader's or schoolmaster's service), and betwixt ser- 
mons (should be resumed), and that a portion of holy Scrip- 
ture be read after repeating the Catechism." * 

•The following account of a Scollish Sunday at Kirkcudbright in 1723 (quoted in 
tiaipei's Kambles in Gallowajr). will lie interesting 10 all to wbom it is new, II is by 
an Englibh traveller who published naLesafa journey through Scotland ;— "I arrived 
here on Saturday nighl. . . , Next day I especlcd, as in England, a jiiece of good 
beef and a putiding la dinner, but my landlord told me that they never diess dinner on 
a SiiDd.-iy, «i ihal 1 cnusl either uke uj) with bread and butter and a fresh ^g, or fast 
till after the eveninE wiinon, when they never Tail of b hot suppct. Certainly no nation 
on HTlh obiervet the Sibbalh with that strictness of devotion and resignation lo the 
will of God. They all pray in their faniities before they go 10 church, and between 
lermoiu Ihey fast. After lermon every body retires lo bis own home, and reads some 
tMok uf devotion lill upper, which is generally very good on bundayi, alter which 
they sing psalms till they go lo bed." Few people will lay thai that ia not > bcauli- 
Inl picture of grand utd qutet Sabbath life. 
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The week day catechising that at one period formed so im- 
portant a part of pastoral work in the Church of Scotland, 
were not restricted to children.* What the object of these 
catechisings was may be inferred from the tenor of an act of 
Assembly passed in 1639. which ordained that every minister, 
besides his pains on the Lord's day, should have weekly cate- 
chising of some part of the parish, t and not altogether put off 
the examination of the people till a little before the com- 
munion. Ten years later this act was specially renewed, and a 
clause was added to it directing "every minister so to order 
his catechetic questions as thereby the people who do not con- 
vene all at one time but by turns unto that exercise, may at 
every diet have the chief heads of saving knowledge in a short 
view presented unto them."t The carrying out of the Act of 
1639 was in some places thought at first rather grievous. At 
a Presbylcrial visitation of the old town kirk of Aberdeen in 
1642, it was ordained in terms of the Act of Assembly, says 



* In 1570 ihe General Assembly ordained iIili " ministers and elders of kirks 
ihilt univets-illy within this realm laVe trial and examine all young children wilhin 
their Parochines that are come 10 nine yean, and that for the first lime, thereafter 
when ihey are come to twelve yean for the second lime, the third time to be ex- 
amined when they ate of fourteen years, wherelhtough it may be known what they 
have profited in the school of Christ from time to time." 

tTheKirli Session of Galslon lost no lime in pulling that Act into execalion. 
In 1639 ihey " concluilit that there be examination throw the Paioche ane day in 
ye weik quhilk is to be keipit un Fiyday." 

t " The chief heads of saving knowledge." Along with the Confession of Faith, 
Catechisms, ftc, there is generally bound up a small lieatise called "the Sum of 
saving knuwleilge." How that treatise should have louiid its way into what may 
be termed a collection of the Church's standards in docltinc, worship, atid govern- 
ment, is a mystery. The extianidinaiy eilimatinn in which it was long held is 
probably the only explanation. It was the joint production of Mr. David Dickson 
aitd Mi. James Durham, and, says Wodiuw, it was by them "dictated tu a reverend 
minitlcr (who informed me) about the year 1630. It was the deed of these two 
great men, and though never judicL-illy approved by this Church, deserves to be 
much more read and considered than 1 fear it is." Preface lo Truth's Victory, 
signed Eastwood, [anuary 5, 1736. R. W. 
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Spalding, " that ilk maister and mistres of famelie in toun and 
cuntrie within this parochin, suld come with there barnes and 
seruandis to the ministeris catechising. Noysum to the cunti'ie 
people to cum all, cloiss up there durris, and leave none at 
home to keip thair houssis, thair cornes, cattell, and uther 
goodis." To meet the convenience of congregations it was 
customary to have diets of catechising once a year in different 
parts of the parish, and to gather all the people in each district 
to some central and suitable place of meeting. In 1658 the 
Kirk Session of Rothesay ordained that the " landward part 
of the parish be divided into four quarters for examination, 
those in each quarter to meet at a special place In the same." 
Probably there was some such arrangement as this in Mauch- 
line in 16S7, and possibly also at such rural diets of catechising 
there may occasionally have been a sermon and a baptism, for 
in our Session Records there is an entry dated 22nd December 
of that year, stating that that day there was collected at Drum- 
fork the sum of 95. During Mr. Auld's ministry there were 
frequent diets of catechising held in church, but whether these 
were for the townspeople only, or for the parishioners generally 
1 have not noticed in the records any statement to shew. In 
1730 Mr. Auld complained to the Session "that he and the 
people that attended catechising in the church were much dis- 
turbed by the school being so near, and the schoolmaster being 
called, promised that for the future he would take care that the 
school should give no disturbance by noise in time of catechis- 
ing, and that there should be no ringing of [he bell during that 
time." • 



• Wiihin Ihe lasl Iwcnty yenrs nn oki and cespcclcd U.P. miniilet in Ayihhite 
wot in the hal>it of cnnvenitig ihe people in ihe differcnl quarlc» of his iliucesc lo 
tnediflgi ror catechliing in the thurch. The r<:^ll of ihe quaiicr wn» at iIk'sc iiteci. 
iaE> rucmally colleil over, and abscnlcet, of whom (here were many, were niarkeil. 
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It may be supposed that when there was such a quantity of 
preaching to be dehVered week after week there could not have 
been much work expended on the preparation of sermons. And 
neither there was. Baillie, in one of his letters written in 1656, 
laments that the popular election of ministers, which was 
then in vogue, was spoiling preaching by tempting young 
men to study ad captandum arts of loose extempore oratory, 
instead of carefully thinking out the subjects on which they 
wrote and prelected. "Our divinity students (last year) were," 
he says, " but few, and however they had lessons enough from 
Mr. John Young and me, yet they minded study bot little, for 
when they see their weak companions the second or third year 
after their laureation put in the best place with exceeding 
poor sufficicncic, it makes the rest the more to neglect al! 
studie, but only to preach in their popular kind of way, which 
requires little learning."" It was customarj- for ministers to 



* A propel of Ihese remarks ofBiiiUie's, it ma; be nientianed that in the ;enV 15S1 
ihe King CJ acnes VI.) sulimil Icil, among olhet proposals, 10 ihe Geneiol Assembly 
ihc Tolluwing suggesliuQS, in favour of which a good deal mighl be said: — That 
there be four degrees of stipends for minislers, and that young men new come from 
ichouli shall only be promoted to the benefices and stipends in the lowest degree. 
That (he eldest ministers of the gieolesl learning and judgment be promolcd \o the 
highest rank, and fui Ihe better eschewing of ambition and avarice so to ascend 
from one rank to another gradation as ihey shall be judged and tiled worthiest tiom 
three years lo three years (Calderwooil, iii. 511). And not uuly lUd he submit thnl 
Ihe chief Elipead:^ sbuuld be reserved for men of the greatest learning in the Church, 
but in his Uler years he ordered that the treatment ai certain «ubjecls in the pulpit 
should be allowed to preachers only ofa certain standing or tatik. No preacher o( 
what title soever under Ihe degree o[ a Bishop, or Dean al the least, shall presume, 
he said, 10 preach in any popular auditory the dee;> points of Predestination, Elec- 
tion, Keprobalion, 01 of Ihe universality, eGBcacy, resislibility, or irresistibility of 
Gud's grace, bat rather leave these themes lo be handled by learned men, and that 
modestly and miKleralely by use and application, rather than by way of positive 
doctrine, as being filler for schools and universities than (or simple audilorics 
(AlUance of Divine Oflicei). To some extent the King's ideas ot drRiees in the 
ministry were at one time carried out by the General Assembly. In 1589 the 
Attcmbly ordered trial 10 be made of all niinislersin Ihe Chuich in respect oftheii 
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take up a subject or a text, and on that subject or text to 
preach six or eight Sabbaths consecutively. This was called 
their ordinary. It is minuted in our records that on the 27th 
May, 1733, the minister preached on a certain text and finished 
his discourses on that text. How many discourses he had 
preached on the said text I have not been able very clearly to 
make out, but Jn the course of that same year, 1733,1 find that 
that for nine successive Sabbaths he preached on Isaiah xxix. 
gth, "With my soul have I desired thee in the night, yea with 
my spirit within me will I seek thee early, for when thy judg- 
ments are in the earth the inhabitants of the world shall learn 
righteousness." During the nine weeks that these sermons were 
being delivered on the Sundays, the week day sermons on three 
successive Thursdays were on the text, Isaiah Iv, 3, " Incline 
your ear and come to me. hear, and your soul shall live." 

I happen to have in my possession several old books of man- 
uscript sermons, utterly worthless as aids for the pulpit, but 
very valuable from an antiquarian point of view, in showing 
how sermons were got Up and subjects were handled by minis- 
ters long ago. One of these volumes is in the handwriting of 
a man that was famous in his day and district, viz., Mr, Peter 
Rac, minister first in a parish called Kirkbridc, and latterly \x\ 
Kirkconnel. He is described by Dr. Hew Scott in the Fasti 
Ecclesiae as having been not only an able preacher and theolo- 
gian, but a mechanic, mathematician, astronomer and historian. 
He is best known as the author of a history of the rebellion in 
17 1 5. The volume in my possession is written in a hand of 



anil scnleiicn priinounccrl nflcr Ihis Irinl were lo the effeci ihlll 
one minister wai"meil tu beconliaucd in a Iwllcrdegra," and ulhen were nieellu be 
c<iniinue<1 in a good di^ree, or lome reuonnble dcsree, or a low measure, or the 
lowest measuiE. A few were Bbsolutcly dcpoied from "iherunctionof themiaiitry 
for th« pteieal " tM*Cne'. Melville, i. 47S). 
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remarkable neatness and elegance. There is not a blot and 
scarcely an erasure in the whole book. Taking one of the ser- 
mons in this book at random as a fair specimen of the sermons 
in general, I find that it is fully twenty-nine pages in length, 
that each page consists fif six and forty lines, and that each 
line comprises about sixteen words. The whole sermon is equal 
in length to six modern discourses that would take each 
half an hour in delivery. The sermon, however, is made to do 
for nine discourses, and a marginal date indicates when each 
part of the sermon was preached. There is no separate begin- 
ning and end to each part as if to mark the bounds of a discourse 
complete in itself, but one part follows another as if the thread 
of the argument had never been broken, and the preacher had 
been obliged to stop because time was up. It may be pre- 
sumed that each discourse would contain a preface recapi- 
tulating what had been said the Sunday before, and bringing 
up the hearers fresh to the new point of departure, and possibly 
what was written would be altered and amplified, or abbrevi- 
ated when preached, it will be seen, therefore, that it was not 
an unusual thing for ministers to make one text serve for nine 
sermons, as good Mr. Maitland did ih Mauchlinc in 1733. 

Another volume of manuscript discourses that I hap- 
pen to have is a volume written by old Mr. Mungo Lindsay, 
the minister of Sarn." It is nat written with anything 



• Hislniicilly ihe mosl interesting sermon in Mr. Lindsay's book is one protched 
at Dnlgain (Soin) on the ijih Nov., 170&, " On a fasi d&y relalin; to > irei ie of 
union beiwixt Scoikn'l ftnil Eiigl.-ind, Uh\ nn 1 lying iwfore the Parliament of Scol- 
Iind.'' 1 he ten is nnniel xiL lO, " many atialJ lie purificl and iD.ide white and 
tried, bat the wicked shall du wickedly, knd none ot the wicked iIidII undeistand, 
but the wUe shall understand " Mr. Lindsay speaks of the occasion a* a "Juncture 
of dark and critical providences, a darker has scarce been In Scotland since the (irsi 
Relornialion of ihii land." He argues, h.iwever. that all will be nvec-ruled loi 
gftoA 10 the guilly, and he closes the leniinn liy an apl qui>Iatiun u( iwj ver-es, one 
of tbem immeUialcly preceding the text, and the other ai ihe end of the chapie i. 
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like the neatness and elegance of Mr. Rac's book, and there are 
no marginal referencci to show when the different parts of each 
sermon were delivered. But there is no doubt that Mr. Lindsay's 
sermons were given in instalments like Mr. Rae's, and that like 
Mr. Rae's and Mr. Maitland's, they sometimes extended over 
eight or nine Sabbaths. I find for instance that on the 30th April, 
1704, Mr. Lindsay commenced a scries of sermons on the sec- 
ond part of the 19th Psalm. The passage discoursed on begins 
at the 7th verse, "The law of the Lord is perfect, converting 
the soul," and it comprses only eight verses altogether. The 
discourses, however, on these eight verses occupied a year and 
seven months, except a few Sundays before and after the com- 
munion. One verse alone kept the minister going for two months. 
The total amount of written matter for this year and a halfs 
stock of instruction is just about equal to the length of ten 
sermons such as you are in the waj of hearing, shewing that 
what was written long ago was a good deal amplified in deli- 
very, and that perhaps a considerable part of each sermon was 
occupied with a resum^ of what was preached the previous 
Sabbath. We can understand the point, therefore, of 
one of the questions that Pardovan says might be put to 
the ciders at Presbyterial visitations of churches, "Does your 
minister spend too much time in his sermon in repetition of 
what he said before." This did not mean does the minister 



" Oh my Loid what shall lie ihe end oT ihete things. An<! he sniil, Co Ihy wajr, 
Daniel, Trc ihe wnnlt aie closed upwind sealed li!l ihe lime uf the end. . , Uut 
gn ihoa ihy war ''" '''' '"^ ^ '<" 'bou shall (C«I and stand in ihy lot ai ihe end 
of the days." There wa( much m^re wisdom in this icrniun than in iheaclion 
uUen by some Town Councils at the lime, such as Ihat or Duniliuilon, who de- 
clared Ihe proposed uninn to be " in Iheic jurlgment of ihe must d*n|;eroui conse- 
quence 10 all the inlereils, civil and mctcd, of ihe nation," and insirucieil their 
Commissioner, at ihc Convention of Uui^hs, to "declare iheii dislike of and dis- 
MQt from the said union," a* "plainly evocualins ail the public oaihs ibis naliiMi 
lyes nndei." 
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dwell too much on any one subject or too frequently revert to 
particular topics, but it means does the minister each Sabbath 
before entering into his subject for the day spend too much 
time in going over what was said the previous Sunday. 

This method of adhering to one subject for weeks 
or months together, was, whatever it might be thought 
of now, far from being unpopular at one time. One 
of the questions regularly put at Presbyterial visita- 
tions of parishes was, "if the portion of Scripture 
preached on (that day by the minister) was his ordinary text 
any time before," and the expected and approved answer to 
this question was "Yes."' In the year 1707 the parishioners of 
Craigie furnished the Presbyter^' of Ayr with a criticism of 
their minister's pulpit services, which is well worthy of preser- 
vation as a sample of the stitc nf rural opinion in the 
West of Scotland at the beginning of last century, "His 
words in prayer," said the parishioners, " arc not con- 
nected, and he hath too frequent repetition of God's name in 
prayer, and he doth often change his text, and doth not raise 
many luads, and doth not prosecute such as he names but 
scruffs ihcm." Long ago it was customary for meetings of 
Presbytery to be opened, as meetings of Syriod still are, by a 
sermon. The subject of sermon, too, was not left to the choice 
of the minister appointed to preach, but was prescribed to him, 
and these sermons, like old Mr. Mungo Lindsay's of Sorn, 
were meant to constitute a consecutive and an e."<haustivc treat- 
ment of large subjects. One minister followed up at one Pres- 
bytery what another minister had said at the previous Presby- 

* This siyle of |irc4ching is expressly recnmmencled in the first liook ii( cliH:i|iline, 
chap. xi. 6, " Skipping ^nd divagalion itom pince (u place of Scti)iture, be it in 
reading vt be it in preaching we judge not so profitable to edifie Ibe kiclt w iht 
eoDiiniMl (allowinJ: of on« i*it." 
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tery. For instance, on the 28th October, 1766, the text 
appointed by the Presbytery of Ayr for the opening sermon 
at their next meeting was the first verse of the first chapter of 
tlic General Epistle of James. Verse after verse of this epistle 
was then in regular order appointed as the text for the next 
Presbyterial sermon till the whole epistle had been gone 
through. The last of this series of discourses was given in the 
beginning of 1793, more than twenty- five years after the first 
of the series had been prcaclied ! Such a treatise on St, James' 
Epistle as the legion of sermons preached before the Presbytery 
of Ayr between 1766 and 1793 was perhaps never given to the 
world, and along with the lamentation expressed by scholars at 
the loss of part of Livy's history, the divines of Scotland may 
fittingly join — disappointment and sorrow that this great 
Prcsbyteiial commentary, on which the labours of more than a 
hundred ministers were for twenty-five years expended, has 
disappeared. In 1793 the Presbytery entered on a similar ex- 
position, verse by verse, of the fir^t Epistle of Peter, but as the 
most recent volume of Presbytery Records that I have had the 
privilege of examining comes down only to the year 1795, I 
am not prcp-red to say whether or not this exposition of St. 
Peter's first epistle was ever brought to a close 1 

It is alleged that some ir:inistera in the Church of Scotland 
have recently introduced a practice of preaching at large with- 
out taking any text from Scripture as the subject of discourse. 
This practice, too, is regarded by some people as a very start- 
ling innovation. Whether a good practice or not, however, it 
is not a new one in the Christian Church. Baillic says that 
the Independents in England, during the sitting of the West- 
minster Assembly, were in the habit of dispensing with Scrip- 
ture texts when they preached, and ran out on whatever 
matter they thought most fit and expedient for their hearers. 
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The same thing was done by the monks of the Catholic 
Church before the Reformation, and indeed it was also done 
by St. Paul and our Saviour himself, the great Master and 
great example, in the first days of Christianity. It may I 
interest somz people to b: told that in the year 1714 the 
parishioners of Coylton complained to the Presbytery of Ayr ' 
that their minister " read and preached upon an article of the 
Confession of Faith on the Sabbath afternoon, without reading 
any text of Scripture before it." The minister did not deny 
the fact alleged, but explained that he gave an exposition of , 
an article In the Confession of Faith with the Scriptures rela- 
tive thereto. And the Presbytery appaiently did not think that 
the minister's conduct called for censure, nor even for prohibi- 
tion in the future, but " considering that this way of preaching 
is different from what is usual, recommended to the minister to 
read the Scriptures that relate to the subject he is to be upon, ' 
and then the article." Prudent advice, it may tjc said, to put I 
the horse before the cart. 

The sermons of the old Scotch preachers were neitl 
laboured nor polished compositions. They were vigorous off- 



• All scimons in Scolbnd long ago were given withnul paper. This is popularly 
supposed 10 have .nMeil to Ihe picjc-her't wnrk in pre|iaralii)n. Such was no! nec- 
estaiii)' Ihe ense. fernmiis thai are re.iJ are u-ually mote carelully |>re|)i)ierl ihan 
iholc that nte maudaled, Siill read urmons were ihuu^hl unsavoury. In ihe 
famuus Represenlalion and I'elilion prcsenled lo ibe CJeiiernl Asseuihly in 173J:, 
which may almosl U: calleil Ihe rounilalion slone of ihe Secessiun Church, and io j 
which ihere ii a *' curreci llit " of all Ihe currupiions and enunnitici in ihe Church 
o[ Sciilland ai thai <Iale ihc fulluwing senieiice occucs, " Vea, a jriiung miniilcr 
ap|xiinted lo |iteach belore his .Majciiy's Coinuiissionet lo Ihe lasl General Assem- 
bly, had Ihe osturance even un lliat luleinn occaii'in lu n^ld In forme' innovaiions, 
Ihal ol reading liii sermon opcn'iy, ihough he could not bul know ii would give 
gte.-il offence hulh to minisleti and people uf Ihis church," Some oflbe old niinU- 
teii wrole 0111 \lieir sermons in lull, bul most had notes only. John LivingslonB 
tulet Ihal al Bcil he wrote out liefurehand all he preached, "word Fur word. " 
Afitrvraidf be pieacbed liom notes, and lecom mended olbets lo do likewise, 
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hand addresses that went right to the hearts of hearers. 
Bailiic, in th; year 1644, when he was sitting in tlie Westmin- 
ster Assembly of Divines, spoke of Scotch sermons as a very 
well understood species of oration. " We had," he says, " from 
two English preachers, Palmer and Hill, two of the most Scot- 
tish and free sermons 1 ever heard anywhere, They laid well 
about them, and charged public and parliamentary sins strictly 
on the backs of the guilty." This was a kind of preaching that 
was very unpalatable ti people in authority, but was immensely 
agreeable to the public generally. In 1597 an Act of Assembly 
was passed, at the instigation of the King and his courtiers, 
forbidding that any man's name should be expressed to his 
rebuke in public, unless his fault were notorious. But despite 
this Act of Assembly, Scotch preaching continued long after 
to be very free and bold. As late as 1650 the Countess of 
Derby wrote from Kirkcudbright, where she had been staying 
for a fortnight ; — "The sermons which I have heard in this 
place arc horrible, having nothing of devotion in them, nor ex- 
plaining any point of religion, but being full of sedition, warn- 
ing people by their names, and treating of everything with 
such ignorance and without the least respect or reverence, that 
I am so scandalised I do not think I could live with a quiet 
conscience among these atheists." That style of preaching, 
however, as I have said, was popular, and ministers were 
occasionally requested by their Kirk Sessions to give a 
genuine Scotch sermon tor the special benefit of some particu- 
lar members of the Congregation. In 1586 the Kirk 
Session of Perth, lamenting the ruinous slate of their church, 
did with one consent ordain the minister to leave his ordinary 
text whereof he had been preaching before, and choose for his 
discourse some portion of Scripture, most able and meet to 
move the hearts of the people, and especially of the bailies and 
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magistrates, to provide that the church be with all diligence re- 
paired and mended in all honest and decent form." There U 
no trace in our records of any such application having ever 
been made to the minister of Mauchline, and if entertainment 
ever was given to the congregation in Mauchline church by 
personal allusions of a spicy character the remembrance of it 
has perished. It might be supposed, from the wel! known aus- 
terity of Mr. Auld, that he would be one of those that laid well 
about them in preaching. In such of his sermons, however, 
and I might add such of his rebukes and admonitions as I have 
seen, there is no trace of any such onslaughts. Mr. Auld was 
a plain, solid, evangelical preacher, who confined himself to his 
te.\t and made no remarks that conveyed ridicule or irony. 
Mr. Veitch was more free in his speech, and more apt to 
let fly at people that crossed him, and it is not unlikely, 
indeed it may be considered certain, that his hearers were 
at times regaled with things that amused and chafed as well 
as edified them.* 

It is commonly supposed that the sermons preached long 
ago were very lengthy. And no doubt they sometimes were, 
but I doubt if they were generally so lengthy as is commonly 
thought When Latimer was appointed to preach a course of 
sermons before King Edward the 6th of England, Cranmer 
wrote to him, " I would ye should so study to comprehend 
your matters that in any condition you stand no longer in the 
pulpit than an hour, or an hour and a half at the most, for by 



• Baillie, in describing the pteacliing nf one nf the Prolcstcra in 1654 says ihal 
he hnci "a slrange kiml of sighing, ihe like whereof I hod neuer hear:! as a pylho- 
nii>ing OUT ul ihe liellle uf a second peraon." That sltnnge kind a\ sighing, how- 
ever, had brcn pracliieii as an or.ilorical device ling helorc 1654. nnd wm objecled 
to Iff some PiDleilers as well as by Baillie. John Livingslone, in his advice to 
preachecs, i)ids ihem neither use long drawn words nor sjicak in a singing tone, not 
aSect ■ wcepiofi like voice, nor interrupt Iheit diiconne with oft tigtunc. 
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long expense of time the King and the Queen shall peradven- 
ture wax so weary at the bcjrinning (of your course) that they 
shall have small delight to continue throughout with you to the 
end," That was what an English prelate wrote more than 
three hundred years ago. Baillie in his letters gives an account 
of a Fast-day service that was held in London nearly a hundred 
years later, during the sitting of the Westminster Assembly. 
On that occasion extempore prayers of two hours each were 
succeeded by sermons of one hour each, and the whole service 
lasted seven or eight hours. In Baiilic's days it seems to have 
been not uncommon for preachers to take an hour to their ser- 
mon. Your ministers, said the Brownists, dispute to the hour 
gla?s, and they must preach sermons an hour long each. The 
advice that John Livingstone gave to preachers was, that in 
their sermons they should not "ordinarily" go beyond the 
hour, but he evidently meant to say that occasions might arise 
wh;n that limit might with advantage be overstepped. In his 
account of the famous sermon he himself preached at Shotts 
on the Monday after the communion in 1630, he says, " I had 
about one hour and a half upon the points I had meditated on 
Ezekrel, xxxvi. v. iyi6, and in the end offering to close with 
some words of exhortation, 1 was led on about ane hour's time 
in ane strain of exhortation and warning with such liberty and 
melting of hearts as I never had the like in public all my life." 
Spalding makes an extraordinary statement about the length 
of sermons in Aberdeenshire on Fast Days — not sacramental 
Fasts, for there were no such things at the lime when Spalding 
wrote, but fasts on account of public sins or public calamities. 
The statement looks very like either a cram or a slip, but it is 
curious and woithy of quotation. " The people," says Spalding, 
writing in 1643, " for the trespasses of the pastors and estates 
js thrawin and drawin in. thetr virtue in hicht of harvest to thir 
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fcinzeit fastingis, with four hours doctrin to ilk sermon, quhair- 
by they was sore wyreit and vext, and the gryte God luiking 
doun upone their hypocriticall humiliations be all appcirans 
not Weill pleisit nor dculie worschippil,"' The West- 
minster Directory does not tie down ministers to any par- 
ticular time in preaching. It says that ministers should take 
heed that their preaching be neither straitened nor tedious. 
And to keep preachers right in this matter it was customary to 
set up a sand-glass in the church. But it was not an hour- 
glass, as the Brownists said. It was a half-hour-glass, or at 
least it was commonly so ; and in being of that measure it en- 
abled preachers to gauge their discourses" for all occasions. 
They could give one turn of the glass on a week day, and two 
or more turns on the Sabbath. John Livingstone tells us that 
when he went to Stranraer some of the townsfolks wished to 
come to his house to hear and take part in the family exercise. 
Instead of taking them into his house he invited them to meet 
in the church every morning at nine, and he gave them a ser- 
vice there. At ihis service a few verses of a Pisalm were sung, 
then a short prayer was offered, then a portion of Scripture 
was read, and on this portion of Scripture he spoke " only as 
long as ane half hour glass ran, and then closed with prayer." 
It is easy to understand that on week days it would be con- 
sidered quite as great a fault for a minister to exceed his glass 
as not to empty it, and it was probably in reference to week 
day services that the Presbytery of Aberdeen, in 1603, ordained 
"thet burials stay nocht the minister to continue his preaching 
sa that gif he cxceid his glassc he sail be censurit in penaltie of 
gear." There was a limitation, however, of the length of sermons 
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on Sunday also, foroneof the faults that the fanatic Gib imputed 
to the Church was that she limited the Lord's mind by glasses, 
and instead of allowing her ministers to protract their preach- 
ing till they ran their own mental cisterns dry, she made them 
stop their discourse when the glass was dry. There were not 
many people that shared Mr. Gib's objections to this 
limitation of preaching. On the contrary, hearers sometimes 
wished that the sand would wear out for itself a wider 
orifice to hasten its progress, and tricks were occasionally 
resorted to by impatient listeners to make the preacher 
close his sermon prematurely. At the visitation of Cant's 
Church in 1642, there was by bad luck a minister in the 
pulpit who was not very zealous in the cause cf the Covenant, 
and being for the time master of the situation he improved his 
opportunity by making a merciless onslaught on the new prac- 
tices which the Covenanters had introduced. Cant was sitting 
beside the reader who was time-keeper, and did not relish the 
flavour of the preacher's remarks. With the view of bringing the 
discourse to a hasty end he "quickly closed the reader's book 
and laid down the glass before it was run." But the preacher 
was a quick eyed as well as a quick witted man, and he saw the 
deception. He accordingly felt himself no longer limited by the 
glass, but like Mr. Gib free to speak as long as thoughts would 
breathe and words would burn. And the result was that to 
Mr. Cant's chagrin he took an extra half hour's grace. There 
is no record of any such pranks having been played with the 
sand glass at Mauchline, although from the frequency with which 
old glasses were replaced by new ones it might be surmised 
that the church chronometer sometimes met with intentional 
damage. In 1673 there was a half hour glass bought for los., 
in 1677 another was bought for lis, and in 168S a third was 
purchased for 12s. In the last mentioaed year the precaution 
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was adopted of procuring for the glass an iron case at a cost of 
iz scots. 

While preaching long ago was administered in such large 
and frequent doses there were occasional intervals of relief, un- 
known to cither ministers or people now-a-days,and which would 
be very much exclaimed against if they did occur. There were 
now and again what were euphemistically styled silent Sun- 
days—that is Sundays on which there was no preaching in the 
parish church. 

The grandest array of silent Sundays ever witnessed in 
Mauchltne was in 1732. On the 12th March that year the re- 
cord states, "No sermon, the minister being gone to London 
on necessary business." For eleven Sundays the minister re- 
mained away, and on seven of these Sundays there was no 
preaching, and what made matters worse, three of these silent 
Sundays were successive Sabbaths. The same year on the 3rd 
Dec the register states, " No sermon, the minister being gone 
to Edinburgh." His stay at Edinburgh extended over thirteen 
weeks, and during seven of these there was no sermon. The 
following summer in the monthof July the minister paid another 
visit to Edinburgh, which lasted six weeks, and the people again 
were favoured with three silent Sundays. Besides these seven- 
teen silent Sundays there were during the two years 1732 and 
1733 at least other five Sabbaths on which there was no sermon 
at Mauchline, the minister havingbeen either filling by appoint- 
ment of Presbytery a vacant pulpit, or assisting at a neighbour- 
ing sacrament, or attending a meeting of Synod in Glasgow. 
But we must not draw too harsh an inference from those facts. 
In 1723 there had been a good many silent Sundays in Mauch- 
ihioners complaine ! to the Presbvtc 
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the reply of the minister was that he had been of late under 
much indisposition of body, and that he had fallen under 
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sundrie difficulties in his affaiis, wli'ch obliged him to be often 
abroad contrary to his inclination. It is plain, also, that in 
1732 and 1733 he had obtained leave of absence from his 
parish,* for his place in the pulpit was filled up, except in one 
instance, every alternate Sabbath by a member of Presbytery. 
And although it is the case that silent Sundays were of fre- 
quent occurrence long ago, they were neither winked at by 
Presbyteries, nor uncomplaincd of by parishioners, unless there 
were known to be good and honest reasons for the silence. In 
the records of the Presbytery of Ayr there are complaints 
entered by parishioners against their minister for having nO 
preaching on two successive Sabbaths, or even on one Sabbath, 
when it was thought preaching could have been provided. 
During what were considered the more Laodicean times 
of Episcopacy, too, there were stringent rules laid down 
and enforced by the Church Courts in reference to the 
regular supply of ordinances on the Sabbath. In the year 
1664 the Synod of Galloway ordained that no minister shall be 
absent from his charge two Lord's Days together, without leiwe 
of the Presbytery. The same Synod, the same )-ear, having 
been informed that the minister of Kells "is constantly and 
frequently absent from his charge, sometimes four Sundays and 
sometimes six together, appointed his Presbytery to take him 
on trial, and if they found not his excuses weighty and relevant, 
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to suspend him from the exercise of his ministry for a compe- 
tent time, or inflict what other censure his offences should be 
thought fit to "demerit." Still, as I have said, there were a 
Rood many silent Sundays in every parish lon^ ago. With the 
view of ascertaining what was the usual average of silent Sun- 
days per annum in Mauchline church about the beginning of 
the present century, I examined the session-clerk's mem- 
orandum book for the years iSio, iSil, and i3i4, and I 
found that in each of these years there were five silent Sundays, 
that is, five Sundays on which the minister required to be ab- 
sent, or was absent, at neighbouring communions, or for other 
reasons, and had no substitute in his place. 

It is doubtful if in olden times there was as much good order 
observed in church durinpj divine service as there is now. 
Certainly there were more cases of flagrant disorder. Civiliza- 
tion, thanks to ministers, schoolmasters, and policemen, has 
made some progress during the last two hundred years, and 
the present system of having churches seated all over with 
rows of fixed pews, gives less occasion for disorder than the 
old arrangement of an open area inside the church, dotted here 
and there with a solitary desk." In some of the old ecclesias- 
tical records we find curious regulations for the preservation of 
order in church. In the Kirk Session records of Perth we find 
an instruction minuted that the kirk-officer "have his red 
staff in the kirk on the Sabbath days, wherewith to waken 
sleepers and remove greeting bairns," This was after pews 
with flat book-boards had been introduced for iioporific people 
to lay their weary heads on ; but in 1593 complaint was made 



*The Kirk Si^ion of Alxrilecn in 1616 ditecied ihat " 
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at Perth of boys in timeof preaching running through the church 
clattering and fighting, and to prevent this disorder appHcauon 
was made to the magistrates that "a scat might be built for 
the scholars in some commodious part of the kirk where they 
might hear and learn without troubling either the minister 
or the auditory." And as another instance of turbulent 
conduct in the same church, we find it stated in 1621 
that one of the merchants was abused by a set of 
"young prolessed knaves" casting their bonnets at him. 
The Kirk Session were alive to their duty on that occasion, 
however, and made short work with the young delinquents, 
by having them apprehended and sent to the grammar school 
to be "scourged with St. Bartholomew's Taws."' The writer 
of an article in the Edinburgh Antiquarian Magazine, 1S49, 
states thjit in 1813 he witnessed a scene in the parish church 
of Invcrkeillor that for scandalousness might compare with any 
of the Sunday barbarities of the seventeenth century. Two farm 
servants, h: says, had quarrelled over a knife. In the course of 
the sermon they suddenly started to their feet, and after swear- 
ing at each other exchanged blows, in face of the congregation. 
A sense of shame came over them at last, and sinking down on 
their seats they shewed some modesty and sense by biirying 
their heads in their hands. 

In the Records of Mauchline Kirk Session there is nothing 
to be found so lively as the account of these doings in Perth- 
shire and Forfarshire. But there were scenes more lively than 
lovely in Mauchline church notwithstanding. There were sev- 
eral squabbles about seats we have seen, and in 1693 there was 
a man faulted for "speaking out in the time of divine worship, 



Public Worship in Olden Times. 



and disturbing the minister in the examination of Kate Mont- 
gomcrie," whoever or whatever she was. And apparently there 
had been far more tittle-tattling in church by the belter sort 
of people long ago than was seemly. In 1709 the Gen- 
eral Assembly thought it necessary in a special act to 
"recommend to persons of all ranks that they would forbear 
bowing and otherexpressions of civil respect, and entertaining one 
another with discourses while divine worship is performing and 
holy ordinances are dispensing." And it may be held as a sign 
of the times that the Presbytery of Ayr caused this Act to be 
read from every pulpit within their bounds. Four years previous 
a general intimation was made from the pulpit of Mauchline 
that boys and vagabonds would not be allowed to make a dis- 
turbance in time of divine service, which implied that distur- 
tances had occurred and had caused annoyance. 

It was stated that in Bishop Cowper's days, that is in the 
first quarter of the seventeenth century, some people sat in 
church with their hats on, and others had the politeness to take 
their hats off There was no ecclesi:istical law on the subject, 
and people were allowed even by the bishops and Episcopal 
clergy, who had always more regard for forms and ceremonies 
than their Presbyterian brethren had, to do in that matter as 
they pleased. This is the more important to be noted, as 
Bishop Sage makes a statement to the contrary. A very de- 
cent and commendable custom, which, he says, obtained in 
Scotland generally till the latter times of Presbytery, was for 
people on entering the church to uncover their heads as enter- 
ing the house of God. But now-a-days, he adds, "tis plain 
superstition to a Presbyterian not to enter the church with his 
head covered.* Mass John himself doth it as mannerly as the 

■ Curate C^IJei eviJcnlly wishes il In be uaderslood that il was common in Pres- 
bfteriui chBichei in ScoiUnd (or men to have their capi on during the uimon. 
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coarsest cobbler in the parish. In he steps, uncovers not till 
in the pulpit, claps straight on his breach, and within a little 
falls to work as the spirit moves him. All the congregation 
must sit close in the time ol prayer, and clap on iheir bonnets 
in the time of sermcn." About the time of the sitting of the 
Westminster Assembly the question of hats off or hats on in 
church was made by some people a question of far more impor- 
tance than that of postures in prayer and praise has been made 
in churches within the last ten years. Doctrines were supposed 
to be symbolically expressed by the putting off and putting on 
of the hat. There was no controversy on the subject in the 
Church of Scotland, and I imagine that our forefathers in the 
times of the covenant and after were left free to do as innate 
breeding prompted them. But the Brownists and the Indepen- 
dents made great ado about their hats. The Brownists in Am- 
i,terdam sat during the reading and the preaching of the word 
with their hats on. Some of the Independents maintained that 
the right thing was " for the minister in preaching to have his 
head covered, and the people in time of preaching to 
sit uncovered." Whatever may have been the date at which 
men in Scotland began generally to uncover their heads during 



reprcwnlEB minister saying to a. man ihnt was laughing nl his preaching, " iln nul 
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divine worship, it is certain that at a very early period women 
were forbidden, somewhat contrary, one would think, to the 
doctrine of St. Paul, to conceal their heads in church. In 1G40 
the Town Council of Dumbarton took notice in their records 
of the fact " that the women within this burgh contrair to 
civilitie cum to the kirk, and in tyme of preiching and prayers 
keip their playdis about their heids albeit mony tymes dis- 
chargit publickly be the minister out of the pulpit" And to 
put an end to this uncivilized practice, the Town Council or- 
dained that the offence should be punished with fine, and 
in case of obstinacy with imprisonment The Kirk Session 
of Monifieth in 1643 adopted a course that looks more savage, 
but probably was intended to look so savage as to ensure the 
certainty of its never having to be carried out They gave the 
" bcdall Ss. to buy ane pynt of tar to put upon tlie women that 
held the plaid above their head in the church." And doubtless 
it was publicly intimated through the parish that instead of a 
" red staffc " for sleepers the beadle was henceforth to carry a 
tarred stick for covered heads 1 * 

Now that we have got gas introduced into the Church at 
Mauchline to enable us to have occasional evening services in 
winter, it may interest some of the congregation to hear that in 
very old times the K.irk Session had a small account to pay 
every year for candles. In 1670 the following entries occur in 
the Session book, under date 29th November, " Gevin lor a bonet 
to ye kirk officer 16s,, item for ane pound of candles 4s., and for a 
pair of schoes 24s." t From the way in which these entries 

" A teaam) was given hy ihc Kirk Session of DunJonMd in 1641 why "no womsn 
be lufleced to xit in ihe lime of sommer with pljds upon their heida." The reoHn 
was, "it isaeleuek lo Iheir sleiping in tyme of sermon." 

t Shoes, and I presume a bonnet also, were communly part of a beadle's allow- 
ance. The Session of Galston \a 1676 oidaincd th.it thi;ir officer should " get a 
mciks to Iwy him a pair uf shoes accocding to furiDcr use and wodL." 
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are made, one might think that they contain an account of the 
beadle's outrig, and if so, he must have presented rather a 
Fijian appearance as he stalked up the church with the 
Bible under his arm, a candle in his hand, and nothing on his 
person but a bonnet and a pair of shoes ! That interpretation, 
however, raises historical difficulties, and must be discarded ! 
The expense for candles was probably incurred in connection 
with some morning or evening service in the church, cither on 
Sundays or week days. Not only is it certain that in old times 
there were such services in towns, but we have seen that during 
the ministry of Mr. George Young there were public prayers 
every morning and evening in Mauchline. It is certain, also, 
that Kirk Sessions were at expense for candles at these and 
other services. In 1593 the minister and elders of Perth 
ordained the Dean of Guild and the deacons of crafts " to cause 
put ane two penny candle in their pews every Sunday morning 
in time of the morning exercise, and also the Thesaurer cause 
furnish ane twelve penny candle to the reader tp be lighted 
immediately after the first bell that all may see to praise God 
in singing Psalms, which stays for lack of light," In the Burgh 
Records of Glasgow from 1600 to 1660 there are frequent 
entries of payments ranging from £^ to £"20 for candles to one 
of the city churches. In one instance the payment is stated to 
have been made for furnishing candles to the "catecheti::k 
doctrine," and in another instance for furnishing candles to 
what is the same thing under a different name, the " lectour." 
The allowance to the Mauchline beadle for candle is so small 
that it may be said it never could have been sufficient to 
provide light for the church for a whole winter. The common 
custom, however, at morning and evening services in church, 
even down to the present century, was for each worshipper to 
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bring his own candle," The allowance for candle to the beadle 
would thetcfore be for his own personal use, or possibly for 
the reader's desk. 

The hours of church service on Sundays, it need scarcely be 
said, were much earlier long ago than they are now. In 1615 
the Kirk Session of Lasswade appointed nine o'clock as the 
hour on which sermon should begin in the summer months, and 
half-past nine as the hour of sermon in winter.t These appear 
to have been the hours at which the church service usually 
began in Scotland about that date. Speaking of the observance 
of Good Friday in 1621 Calderwood says that the ministers in 
Edinburgh " began their sermons about halfe ten, as if it had 
been a Sabboth day." The following year " the ministers of 
Edinburgh," he says again, "began their Good Friday sermon 
at nyne hours as if it had been a Sabboth day." Five and 
twenty years later, that is in 1646, the common hour of service 
in church on Sunday I imagine was ten. In the Kirk Session 
Records of Fenwick for that year there is a minute appointing 
a delinquent to " stand in the jogcs from eight till ten, thence 
to go to ye place of repentance within ye kirk." In 1724 Mr. 
Maitland was enjoined to convene his congregation at Mauch- 
line by eleven at farthest, which shows that an earlier hour than 



*0n the pulpit of the Fenwick meclinE- house ihere were in 1830 two brass 
brackets, each holdiog three cnniltes. Tlie old beadle " every now otid then during 
evening Kivicedockeil the candles with snufTers." The roembers of the congregation 
brought their own candles with theca (Accoant ol Jubilee of Rev. Mr, Orr). Id 
the ancient chuich, candlc-lighl prayers and candle light hymns were common ex- 
presiions. And one o( the bidding pmyers of the Catholic Church was, " Also ye 
(hall pr»)' for all those that have honoured the church with light-lamp, vestment or 
bell, OT wiib anjr other amaments bj which the seivice of Alnii);hty God is the 
better maintained and kepi " (Alliatlce of Divine Offices, p. 9S, 181 ). For a curious 
cue of endowment of candle, see Dumbarton Burgh Records, 1637. 

tThc reader'i Ktvice commenced an hour earlier, namely, at 8 o'clock. Id 
1603 the Presbytery of Abeideen ordered that every Sunday at seven in the morning 
there be t«achiiig of the Calechi&m iuchureb by the minister to servitits and others. 
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eleven for public worship was not uncommon at the beginning 
of last century. 

Sometimes lamentation is heard at the present day about 
the extent to which public ordinances are neglected. There 
are many people, it is alleged, that seldom or never enter 
the house of God on the Sabbath, and when there are 
two diets of worship there are very few even of regular 
church goers that attend both diets.' Many devices are 
said to have been tried to remedy or abate these evils, 
Those resorted to by the Covenantcrsin Aberdeen in 1642 were 
perhaps as ingenious as any that have ever been adopted. 
"Our minister," says Spalding, "teaches powerfullie and plain- 
lie the word to the gryle comfort of his auditorcs. He takes 
strait count of those who cumis not to the communion nor 
kcipis not the kirk, callis out the absentis out of pulpit, quhilk 
drew in sic a fair auditorie that the seatis of the kirk was not 
abill to hald thame, for remeid quhairof he causit big up ane 
loft athwart the body of the kirk and entcrit the wrichtis 
thairto in November." That was what Mr, Strathauchin did. 
Mr. Cant did not go quite so far, but being annoyed that his 
afternoon diets, especially on Fastday.s, were sparsely attended, 
he naively dismissed his forenoon audience without a benedic- 
tion, and reserved his blessing for those that returned to the 
second sermon. Perhaps he was right 



* In 1603 there wcie cotnplainls given in tothe ['resbylcif of Aticideen ihalmany 
|)eoptc were in the habit of leaving the church in ihe middle of scnnnn, ot durillfi 
ihe pia.ye[ afLei sermon. The Presbytery, in consideiBlion of this scandal, ordained 
that officers >houId be appointeil tu stand at the church door, " quha sail hald in 
and bring back sic as removis befoir blessitig be endiC, except Ihey be seik and may 
not indure sa Ung." In the town of Aberdeen absentees from church were otdered 
both in 157S and 1603 to be Anctl 3s. ^d. each. As late as 1646 people were made 
lo confess a fault in Galslon Session, when they were delated and found Lo hare 
been iiliseni irom a diet of wiirshij). In 1634 the Galslon people fur either absence 
from the examination ot not keeping the kiik had both to " nuk Ihcii repentance 
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LECTURK III. 
Communion Services in Olden Times. 



Preparatory nnd Accompanying Scivices on Week Days — Einmination of Congre- 
gaiioQS — Reconcilialions^PutEing Ihe Roll — The Preparntion Sermon ua 
Saturday— The Kast Day^Objcel of Ihe Fast— Distribu lion of Tokens — 
Monday's Thanksgiving Service — Furnishings for the Sacramcnl — The Tables — 
Purchasing of Tokens— Commuaion Cups — Bread and Wine— Service on 
Communion Sabbath — Frequency and Infrequency of Cclebmtion — Commoiiion 
Extended over Several Sabbaths — Communions Early in the Morning — Order 
of Service — Admission lo Ihe Table— Kneeling or Silling—Assislanu at Com- 
munion — Communion Crowds — Disorders at Communions — The Mauchline 
Sacrament in Mr. Auld's Day — Numlicr of Communicants and Tables— Month 
and Day of Communion often Changed. 

Having shewn how the ordinary services of the Sabbath were 
conducted in the Church of Scotland long ago, 1 have now to 
give an account of the communion services. Notwithstanding 
the great notoriety that the Mauchline communion has 
acquired, I am sorry to say that the references to the com- 
munion in our existing Parish Records are so few and brief 
that, as in last lecture, I shall be obliged to draw my illustra- 
tions mostly from the Records of other Parishes. 

The first matters to be considered in connection with 
communion celebrations are the old law and the ancient 
practice of the Church of Scotland regarding preparatory and 
accompanying services on week days. 

The Directory for public worship, framed by the Westmin- 
ster Divines, and in 1645 adopted by the Church of Scotland, 
states that when the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper cannot 
with convenience be frequently administered in a parish, there 
should be some services in the way of preparation for that 
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solemnity. Public notice of the administration should be given 
the Sabbath before, and either then or some day of the 
intervening week something concerning the ordinance and its 
proper observance should be taught from the pulpit This 
direction was in accordance with the old customs of the 
Church of Scotland, but it was not passed at Westminster 
without considerable opposition. "The unhappy Independents," 
says Baillie, " would mangle the sacrament of the supper. No 
catechising nor preparation before, no sacramental doctrine or 
chapters in the day of celebration, yet all this and much more 
with God's help we have carried over their bellies to our 
practice."* In another of his works, the same author, in 
describing the uncouth customs of the Independents, brings 
out indirectly what was the practice of the Church of Scotland 
per contra, '*They, the Independents," he says, "have no 
preparation of their flock before, they are so happy as to have 
all their members prepared always sufficiently for the Lord's 
Table from their first entrance into their Church to their 
dying day, for all this time there is no catechising among 
them, this exercise is below their condition and altogether 
needless in any of their congregations. They will have no 
sermon in the week before, nor so much as any warning of the 
communion. They use not so much as a little application of 
the doctrine in the sermon before it to that occasion." 

The book from which this last quoted passage is taken was 
published in 1645, and the passage quoted may therefore be 
held as shewing that at that date it was the settled practice in 
the Church of Scotland to have both an examination of the 
congregation and a week day preparation sermon before the 
communion. The Westminster Directory says nothing about 
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this examination, and in regard to the preparation sermon it 
says that tliat sermon may be given either the Sunday before 
the communion or on some day of the week immediately 
preceding the communion Sabbath. When the Westminster 
Directory was adopted by the Church of Scotland in 1645, a 
number of resolutions on points left open or untouched in the 
Directory were also framed and agreed to by the General 
Assembly. One was that congregations be still tried and 
examined before the communion according to the bygone 
practice of the Kirk, and another was that there be one 
sermon of preparation delivered in the ordinary place of 
public worship upon the day immediately preceding the 
communion. The preparatory work for the communion, 
enjoined by Act of Assembly in 1G45 (conform as we shall see 
to old use and wont), was thus, in the first place, an examina- 
tion of the whole congregation, old and young, proposing to 
communicate for either the first or the fiftieth time ; and, in 
the second place, one sermon on the Saturday before the 
administration. 

The trial or examination of congregations before the 
communion is expressly stated in the Act of Assembly, 
164s, to be an old custom in the Church. As far back as 
1566 it was a thing of use and wont A minute in the 
Records of the Canongate for that year states that the Kirk 
ordained examination to begin before the communion, and 
appointed the minister publicly to warn and exhort all com- 
municants " to cum and keep their aun quarter with thair 
houschalds for guid example unto the waiker." Other kirk 
records, of dates nearly as old, speak of the examination as an 
understood and an invariable preliminary to the ministration 
of the Lord's Supper. A minute in tlie records of the kirk- 
session of Perth, for the year 1 595, relates that " for as meikle 
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as sundry within this congregation are found ignorant of the 
principles and grounds of religion, notwithstanding that there 
is a yearly trial and examination before the celebration of the 
Supper of the Lord, therefore the minister and elders appoint 
in time coming, on some days of the week, a particular trial 
and examination of particular persons within families, that all 
may be instructed and catechised."* 

This examination was a special examination in view of 
participating in the sacrament, and was quite distinct from the 
weekly catechising all the year round, except in seed time and 
harvest, referred to in last lecture. This fact is brought out 
very clearly in a complaint that the parishioners of Craigie 
made against their minister at a PresbyterJal visitation of the 
Parish in 1644. " There was no catechising," they said, " but 
once in the year by examination before the communion." 
And how essential before communion this examination was 
regarded, is shewn in a petition to the Presbytery of Ayr, by 
the Kirk-Session of Cumnock, in the year 1642. The parish 
was then vacant, but the Kirk-Session petitioned the Presby- 
tery to allow the sacrament to be administered " because the 
people were all examined by John Somervail." a probationer 
at Cumnock. The practice, however, of insisting on an 
examination as an essential preliminary to admission to the 
Lord's Table led, in the course of time, to some evils, Its 
non-performance was made by ministers an excuse for putting 
off the communion. An overture was accordingly moved in 



* " Anenl ihe cinminauon leforc ihe communion, the General Assembly of 
1590, 'thought raecl fcit the common profit of the whole people that .in unifonn 
order be kept in examinnlion, and that a sborl form of eiaminatiim be set down by 
Iheit brelhrea. Mcssra. John Craig, Robert Pont, Thomas Buchanan, and Andrew 
Melville, to be presented In the neil Assemblie.' " 

At one time people went at a very early age to Ihe Lord's Table. John 
Livingstone stales thai he commanicated at Slliling when he was al school there, 
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the Presbytery of Ayr, in the year 1710, that the fact of a 
minister's " not having examined all of the paroch every year 
is not a sufficient argument" for not having the sacrament 
celebrated, because "those who have been examined and 
admitted before, may be admitted of new upon the former 
evidence of their knowledge, and those of whom the minister 
is doubtful, or who are known to be ignorant, may thus be 
more easily overtaken." But it was specially mentioned as a 
proviso in that overture, that this course " should hold only in 
case of palpable inability to examine all the communicants, 
lest otherwise it furnish encouragement to negligence."* 

It may be assumed that this sacramental examination 
would be gone about much more strictly and faithfully by 
some ministers tlian by others. It is not unlikely that by 
some easy-going men it would be altogether neglected. Not 
the least valued privilege which the city of Aberdeen enjoyed 
before the days of the covenant, was immunity from this 
annual and oppressive inquisition. The At>erdonians took 
it much amiss, therefore, when Mr. Andro Cant deprived them 
of that comfortable privilege. The town council entered on 
their records a vehement protest against what they considered 
Mr. Cant's innovations, especially "that none should be admit- 
ted to the communion except such only, as in ane pharisaical 
way, offered themselves to be tried by him and those whom he 



• It is probably to such examinations liat the fallQwing minute of the kirk- 
tcssion of Dumbarton refers. The dale of ibe minute is aSlh May, 1620 :—" The 
qiihilk day ihe ses^ione ordained that cverie petsoune being warned to come to the 
examination, if Ihcy teliise to cum ane of the two days qubilk sail be appointed to 
them Mil pay everie ane 4s. Leikwayes ihat if any persoune 50 cumes to be 
damiaed be fund ignoianc of the prayer, belief, or comniondi. in that case Ihey 
tall pay for everie ane of Ihes quhairot Ihcy sail be iEnuranl 12s., eicept ihal 
within ihe space of sax wcilcs iherafilr they letne them." This Tcsolution was 
passed, not in ihc rigorous days ef the covenMil, but is the pleasant days of 
EplKopacy. 
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called his Elders." And the whale community in Aberdeen 
had cause to feel sore at Mr. Cant's procedure, for it led to the 
casting of a very great slur on their reputation. No com- 
munion, says Spalding, in 1642, was given by Cant for two 
years' space to the town of Aberdeen, till first " they wcr weill 
catechist, because he alledgit they war ignorant"" In our own 
Parish Records we find traces of these sacramental examina. 
tions at dates comparatively recent In the year 173S, 
during Mr. Maitland's ministry, it was intimated from the 
pulpit, on the 16th August, that the sacrament would be 
celebrated that day fortnight Diets of examination were also 
appointed as they had been the two previous Sabbaths. On 
the following Sunday, being the Sabbath before the sacrament, 
.the minister further "intimated Monday for examination of 
absents, and Tuesday to converse with such as never communi- 
cated in this place, and have now a design." 

Either at these examinations, or at special meetings called in 
Church on some week day shortly before the communion, the 
labours of the Kirk Session were directed to the removal of 
offences in the congregation and the reconciliation of people 
at variance. And this was not a practice peculiar to the Church 
of Scotland, it is expressly laid down in the book of Common 
Prayer for the Churdi of England, that the Curate shall not 
suffer tiiose betwixt whom he perceiveth malice and hatred to 
reign to be partakers of the Lord's Table until he know them 
to be reconciled. For the removal of cyclists and offences 
before the communion, it was at one time common in Scotland 
publicly and specially the "haill brethren and 



* Mr. Cnnt'i leai f»i pUTil)' wbi not Mcompanicd with much compzissioii fat 
TniUy. tie not odIj delianed the profane and ihc gioasly ignoiant (com prc- 
sumpuoua apptoBcb lo lliv Lucd & Tabic, but be piohiLiiieii all that were 
"oittinnrie slecpcrt in lymc rT tcrmoa jfltiey were slnmg and healthy persunt." 
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honest neighbours within each congregation ;" and ministers 
as well as people were considered unfit and unauthorised to 
take part in communion services if they were at variance 
with any one and had not made overtures of peace." So 
recently as the year 1716, complaint was made to the 
Presbytery of Ayr. by Lady Coilsficld, that her parish minister, 
the minister of Tarbolton, went to the Lord's Table at St. 
Evox, in July last, without seeking to have her husband, the 
laird of Coilsfield, reconciled to him. It turned out, however, 
that the minister was free from blame in that matter, for the 
"very night in which Coilsficld did him injury, he shewed 
inclination to have all differences done away, and his overtures 
were declined." The procedure that took place in tlie 
reconciliation of persons at variance is shewn to us in an old 
minute of the Kirk Session of Galston. The date of the 
minute is 1634, and the subject of the minute is an accusation 
brought by a woman against a man for defaming her character. 
The man pled guilty to the woman's charge, but averred that 
he was under the influence of drink when he spoke the words 
libelled, and that "he kend nothing to hir bot honesty." In 
token of contrition he then humbled himself before the Session 
— that is, went down on his knees — and the woman, in token 
of her satisfaction with that abasement, "tuke him up be the 
hand." 



* Paidovan says, "When notour Ecnndaloiu breaches and differcncet do happen] 
Id that ease the parties should be obliged 10 a lonnal agreemeni by conversing in 
piesence of those whose wuik it is to compose such difiercncci, but even then ihcy 
can he obliged lo continue in no more friendship ihnn a common converse inipott£," 
A hundred years before Pardoran's lime there were ]>cople ' who abstained frora 
the comiDunion under colour of deadly feeds and other light causes,' but the 
Assembly (1600) gave orders that every person of age should communicate once a 
year al least, under pain of being delaled lo the King's Majesty as a conlravener ol 
a penal art. Both in Episcopal times tiGjJI and in Preshylerial limes (1647) we 
find in the Galston Records cases of people delated and rebuked for 'byding 
n Ssbbalh md neglectiiig tbe « 
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These public meetings for examination and reconciliation 
came in the course of time to be altogether abandoned. 
Meetings of Kirk Session, however, were held before the 
communion, to go over the " examine roll," ' deal with 
delinquents, and determine who should be admitted or refused 
admission to the Lord's Table. About the beginning of last 
century, the Kirk Session of Galston met for this purpose on a 
week day, " at nine of the clock in the forenoon," and after 
spending "a good time of the day " — several hours it is stated 
in one or two instances — in prayer, they proceeded to business. 
In 1752 a very questionable practice was introduced in Mauch- 
line by Mr. Auld, as appears from the following minute of 
date 2nd August : — " The Session being constitute, and having 
the celebration of the sacrament in view, the examination roll 
was read over in order to know who in the Parish were unfit to 
receive tokens, at which time also the Session took a list of the 
scandalous persons, and in consequence of an intimation frotn 
the puipit, about three months before, that all scandalous per- 
sons who should not apply to the Session to get their scandals 
issued in a regular way, should have their names read publicly 
before the congregation. This, accordingly, was appointed to 
be done." What authority beyond their own sweet wills Mr. 
Auld and his Kirk Session had for this procedure I cannot tell. 
More than once the General Assembly had directed that the 
names of people under particular scandals should be publicly 

* It may be presumed tbat the examine roll was generally leiy carefully and 
eoQKienliuusly made up 1^ the minisler. Bui there were cases in which [his work 
was alleged 10 have Iwen »liip[icd. In 1714 il was complained by the people of 
CoylloD, thai their minister was In ihc way of making up hi& examine loll, by lalf 
ine llie " Dimes of those who, aflei intiniBtion, cumc to atten'l catechising, from 
the beililal who inrnrms him who are present." And il was lurther objected that 
hU roll VTDs incomplete, fot if people did not come forward a< the hour advertised, 
he declined 10 catechise Ihem, tboogh they come within " an bout or hall'Rn-hour 



Communion Servifc-s in Olden Times. 125 

read out from the pulpit before the communion. In 1705, for 
instance, it was ordained that the names of all persons under 
the censure of lesser excommunication should be so announced. 
And in 1649, when extreme measures were thought necessary 
to stem the tide of grievous and common sins in the land at 
that " present time," it was propounded among other things 
that persons grossly ignorant be debarred from the communion, 
and that when persons were so debarred for the third time, 
their names should be expressed. It will be seen, however, 
that what Mr. Auld did in 1752 was quite different from what 
the Assembly ordained or propounded in 1705 and 1648. 
And whatever may have been the precedent tliat Mr. 
Auld had for hrs procedure in 1752, experience taught him 
long before his death the expediency, if not necessity, of 
discontinuing all invidious disclosures from the pulpit' 

The Saturday's preparation sermon, enjoined by the General 
Assembly in 1645, was also, I have said, an ancient institution 
in the Church of Scotland. Bishop Sage says otherwise. The 
Saturday's preachings, he says, were never heard of till they 
were recommended by the Committee of the Innovating 
Assembly, which introduced so many novelties, in 1645. That 
these preachings were never enjoined by special enactment be- 
fore 1645 may be true, but they were certainly in general use long 
before that date. They were known too all over the Church 
by the name of tlie Preparation Sermon. For instance, in the 
year 1643, the six sessions of Edinburgh instructed a committee 

* John Living^lonc slates in his aulobingisfihy, thai wben he was m Ireland, 
about 1630, it wa-s customarr (here for delinquents lo confesn Iheit scandals befoie 
the toogfcgalion at the Saturday's sermon before the commimion, and ihcn they 
were absolved and ailmlilcd to the sacramcnl. Such delinquents as did not do so 
had Iheit ■' names, scandals, and impenitence," declared lo the congr<5alion, and 
were publicly debarred from the Lord's Table. This proclamation, says Living- 
stooe, itupired such a wholesome terror, that very lew conturoadous [leopli! were 
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of their number to urge on the town council the expediency 
of appointing a collection for the poor, "upon the Saturday 
immediately preceding the celebration of the communion, while 
the people is convening to the sermon of preparation, and that 
according to the custom universally practised through tlie wli^le 
kingdom." As far back as 1567 there is mention, in published 
records, of the Saturday service as a customary preliminary to 
the communion. On the i ith January of that year, the Session 
of Canongate appointed the minister to intimate from the 
pulpit that the communion would be celebrated on the 19th of 
that month, and that " the exhortation would be given on the 
Saturday afternoon afoir." And in the records of our own 
parish we have notice of a Saturday's service preparatory to 
the Lord's Supper as far back as 1680, and 1 may say con- 
stantly ever aftenvards when the sacrament was administered. 
But just as the Westminster Directory leaves the precise day 
for the preparation sermon unBxed, so did ministers and 
kirk sessions before the passing of the act 1645 consider them- 
selves not exactly restricted and tied down to the Saturday for 
the service. Spalding, in his journal for 1641, incidentally men- 
tions, that on " Frydday, 4th June, our minister preached ane 
preparation sermon bcfoir the giving of the Communion the 
nixt Sabboth."* 

The Saturday's sermon of preparation, however, came in 
course of time to be completely overshadowed by the solemni- 
ties of another preparatory service. This was the sacramental 
fast Such fasts, we all know, are nowhere prescribed in 
Scripture, and they were never obser\'ed by the Apostles and 

* la |6}4 the comniunioD was celebrated at Galston, on Sunday, ihe 37th April, 
■nd an Sunday, the 41b May. On ihc Saturday iireccdiog each or Ibcse days ihcte 
was lervice in Cburch and a collection made for Ihc poor. On the one Salurddjr 
the cullecU'iMt amnunled lo l6s., and on Ibe other to 21s., whereas, on the Salibalh 
before the communioa, il was only 14^, and on the Sunday after the cummuniun loa. 
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first Christians. They never were enjoined either by any Act 
of the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland. They are 
simply a custom or the special appointments of particular 
Kirk Sessions. It is admitted that they were at least not 
common in Scotland till ifter 165 1, but it is contended by 
some people that there are on recorS one or two instances 
of sacramcnta.1 fasts previously. In the appendix to Princi- 
pal Lee's lectures, it is stated that " there appears " to have 
been a fast ordinarily observed at St Andrews * in connec- 
tion with the communion as far back as 1574, and that the 
good custom was still kept up in 1 59S. I have looked over the 
Session Records of Galston from 1626, and I have not noticed, 
or at least not noted, any instance there of a week day 
sacramental fast till long after 1651- There was at one time a 
Sunday fast before the communion, in Galston. In 1626 the 
communion was held on the 30th July, and Sabbath the 23rd 
July was called "the day of Fast" In the records for 1645, I 
find the expression, t " Sunday, the ist of June, being the fast 



I 



* In support of this opinion, Principal Lee quotes From a leplj ol the minister 
of Si. Ancltews, to a charge of neglecline an Acl of Assembly appointing a special 
fast in 1574. The woids founded on 3ie, the fast "wes obserril and cuncludit 
with ye ministration of ye Supper of the Lord, according to the order ohscrvit 
hiddetto in oui kirk." Bui what \& the meaning of these words? Is it that a ftst 
was always observed in connection with and in preparation for the Lord's Supper, 
or is it the converse, that the Lord's Supper was always celebrated Jiv connection 
with and as a completion of the observance of a soleiun fast F That the latter view 
is not without historical support, may be inferred from the following words of 
Caldcrwood, vol. ii., |>agc 314, Anno, 156G : — "It was apfioinled a publick fist 
Boutd be holden the two last Sabboih dayes of Julie, in icspeci of the dangers 
imminent wherewith the kirk is like 10 be assaulted, and thai the Ler£i Supptr In 
miuiUtrtd ujvn tki same day if it €an be done cenviniinltie." Faits si 
lasted a whole week, with two diets of worship daily. 

+ The Saaday fast before communion seems tu have been r 
dale. In the Records of tbe Presbytery of Ayr for 1641, we Und the following 
appointments mioulcd tor the vacant Parish of Cumnock, — Messrs. A. and li. " to 
celebrate the sacrament respectively on Sunilay come twenty days and Sunday come 
■ month," also, " Mi. Summeivail to celebiat the fitHiil (aii tbak upoa Simdaj 
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cases not introduced till J700. It was the Protesters of 1651 
that made the sacramental fast what is vulgarly called an 
institution. And from their point of view, Fast Days were a 
necessary preparation for communion. The whole Kingdom 
was in a state of variance, — neighbour against neighbour and 
brother against brother, — and not only so, but the King and 
his Government, and all who complied with their proceedings, 
were guilty of treason against high heaven in repealing the 
Act of Classes and allowing malignants to hold office in the 
army and the state. Communion services had consequently to 
be suspended altogether for a while, and when they came to 
be administered, they had to be preceded by a special humilia- 
tion which was most fittingly expressed in fasting, " The Pro- 
testers," says Bishop Burnet, "gave the sacrament with a new 
and an unusual solemnity. On the Wednesday before the 
communion they held a fast with prayer and sermons for about 
eight or ten hours together. On the Saturday they had two or 
three preparation sermons, and on the Lord's day they had so 
very many, that the action continued above twelve hours in 
some places, and all ended with three or four sermons on 
Monday for thanksgiving. A great many ministers were 
brought together from several parts, and high pretenders would 
have gone forty or fifty miles to a noted communion." It 
might be expucted, as a matter of course, that if Protesters 
introduced Sa:ramental Fasts, Resolutioners would set their 
faces against Fasts, and such was the case. Both in pamphlet-s 
and sermons the Resolutioners inveighed loudly against the 
new custom as a violation of the order established in the 
Church, and as causing prejudice against faithful ministers 
who would not adopt the new ways. These new ways, how- 
ever, were popular ; and more and more ministers, year after 
year, went in with them, till by-and-by the bolding of 
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Sacramental Fasts, although neither enjoined in Scripture nor 
instituted by Act of Assembly, came to be an universal practice 
over Scotland. And for a long while these Fasts, if not Fasts 
in the literal sense of the term, were at least days of genuine 
humiliation and devotion. Wodrow, writing about com- 
munions in his neighbourhood, in 1729, says, " there is some- 
thing like a spirit of wrestling and prayer on our Fast Days." 
And no Christian will deny that, so long as that was the case 
Fast Days did good ; but when they came to be spent not in 
humiliation, but in gaiety— not in prayer, but in the pursuit of 
worldly pleasure — not in sobriety, but with a good deal of 
public drunkenness — -not in the house of God, but as far from 
it as possible — not with any view to communion with Christ, 
but in railway excursions and sometimes on racecourses, 
where sport was provided for the occasion — they were a 
public scandal to the Church, and a means of demoralising far 
more than of spiritualising men's minds.* 

What, then, it may be asked, was the special purpose of the 
Fast Day's service as distinguished from the Saturday's 
preparation sermon ? Long ago, it was very common, in 
appointing Fast Days, whether National, Synodical, Presby- 
terial, or Parochial, to specify their causes and occasion. 
When a National Fast was appointed, some national sins or 



* Zeil r«[ fasting amonnted 10 > mania about the time of the Wextminslei 
Anembly, and Ibi many jreara after. The divinei at Westminster kept a monthly 
Fast. This was for a special reason. They were engaged in a great work which 
concEined the Church of Christ and the glory of God. The Protesters arc said by 
Baillie to have insiiiuted mooihly Fa^ti in Scotland, and these lingered in some 
places till near the end of the seventeenth century. Curate Calder, who wrote 
■Iter tbe coroiutinn of William the III., speaks familiarly of them and snys, " once 
in ibemonlhlx Fast Day I heard Ur. Kirktoa discourse." In theSeuion Recotdi 
of Fenwick, I find that in 1693 " John Sliel was delated for driving kine to 
Suaihaven mcrcat upon the monthly Fast Day in Julie insiant, and was appointed 
V> be mnunoned to the next S«ksioq. " 
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national calamities were specified as the causes of the Fast, and 
when Parochial Fasts were appointed, some Parochial sins or 
Parochial calamities were mentioned as the reason for the 
appointment. In the Records of this Parish, for instance, I 
find that in 1703 the Kirk Session appointed a day of humilia- 
tion " for the outbreakings of sin and wickedness in the 
Parish." And so when Sacramental Fasts were first instituted, 
it was not unusual to indicate the reason of their appointment. 
In the Records of the Kirk Session of Dunfermline there is a 
minute dated July, 1656, in which it is said that " it is thought 
fit that there be a day of fast before the communion for the 
sins of the people in this Paroche." This minute shews that 
Sacramental Fasts were originally appointed as Kirk Ses- 
sions thought fit, and that the object of these Fasts was 
humiliation on account of the prevalence of sin in the Parish. 
Pardovan says that some people think it not very proper that 
stranger ministers should conduct the Fast Day services, for 
" the design of that day being a Congregational Fast, on which 
the sins of that Parish are to be mourned before the Lord, no 
other minister can have such particular knowledge thereof as 
he who labours and travels among them." And at one time it 
was not uncommon for the minister of the Parish to officiate 
part of the day at least on his own Parish Fast In the 
Records of this Parish it is minuted that on the Sacramental 
Fast in 1732 the minister preached in the forenoon and Mr. 
Lindsay of Sorn in the afternoon, while in 1734 the minister 
preached in the afternoon and a stranger in the forenoon." 
At what date it will now be asked were Sacramental Fasts 



• JudginE from the heading of n sermon in a manuscript Tolame of Mi, 
Lindsay's in my possession. I Ihink i1 must hive been common in Soid as well u 
in Mauchline ibout 1730, for the Parish minister In preach one of the wriDDiu on 
fat Sacramental Fast Day. 
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introduced into this Parish ? Bishop Sage, writing in 1695 
about "the practice of our present Presbyterians" in regard to 
the ministration of the Lord's Supper, says, that " in many 
places, particularly in the west, a Fast is kept on some day of 
the week before the sacrament is celebrated." It would seem, 
therefore, that before the end of the seventeenth century, 
Sacramental Fasts had become common, but not universal, in 
Scotland, and that they were most common in the west. I 
was very hopeful of finding information about early Sacramen- 
tal Fasts in the Session Records of Fenwick, but I was 
disappointed. Fenwick was a famous covenanting Parish, and 
its minister, William Guthrie, was a noted Protester. The old 
records of Fenwick, however, say little about the ministration 
of the sacrament The earliest notice of a Sacramental Fast 
that I happen to have observed in them, occurs in the 
records of the year 1693. That year there was a day formally 
and specially appointed by the Session "to be observed as a 
day of fasting and humiliation by the congregation before the 
communion." A similar appointment was minuted in 1694. 
In the Records of Galston Session there is mention of a man's 
being in 1697 delated and publicly rebuked "for the scandal 
of breaking the Fast Day 'which was keeped before the 
communion) by leading coaU." Both the offence libelled and 
the clau.sc bracketed in this minute, indicate that the Sacra- 
mental Fast was then a new institution in Galston Parish. 

!n the extant records of Mauchline Parish, there are entries 
shewing clearly that a communion was held here in 1673, and 
there are entries of early date which make it appear probable 
that the communion in 1673 was not the first that Mr. Veitch had 
after his return to the Parish in 1669. But it is not till iOSo 
that we find any entry to shew what extra days of preaching 
there were at the communion time. That year there was a 



Com muni oil Sendees in Olden Times. 



133 



Fast on the Sunday preceding the communion, and from what 
has been said about the Fast Sunday at Galston, we may 
suppose this Fast to have been in preparation for the sacrament 
All that is said about this Fast, however, is contained in two 
entries of collections. The first of these entries is " Collected, 
October 10 and II, being the Fast Sabbath and the Monday 
thereafter, £,\i 12s. od.," and the other entry is "Collected, 16, 
17, iS days of October being the Saturday before the Com- 
munion, the Communion Sabbath and the Monday thereafter, 
^50." The next year in which we have an account of 
preaching days at the communion of Mauchline is 1691, and 
tliat year also there was no week day Sacramental Fast 
Nor is there anything said about the previous Sunday's having 
been a Fast Sabbath ; but, whether it was or was not, it was at 
least a day of unusual interest, on which there was a more than 
common congregation in the Church, for the collection 
amounted to ^^4 9s, 3d., whereas on ordinary Sabbaths it 
reached little more than half that sum. It might be an open 
question whether the records shew that in 1702 there was or 
was not a week day Sacramental I'ast in Mauchline, but in the 
records for 1705 the following explicit statement occurs: — 
"August 9th, being Wednesday, the Fast before the com- 
munion, there was collected ^3 is. lod." And it may be 
assumed, in absence of proof to the contrary, that from 1705 
to 18S2 there was always a week day Fast before and in connec- 
tion with the summer communion here. But the fact that for 
many years prior to 1 882 there was no Sacramental Fast before 
the winter communion, shews that Fasts were never reckoned 
essential preliminaries to the celebration of the Lord's Supper. 
And that Fasts were for long considered not so closely 
connected with the communion as the Saturday's and Monday's 
service i*; proved by the fact, that for many, many years, the 
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collections on the Saturday, Sunday, and Monday, were 
slumped together as one, and were sometimes specially stated 
to be "for the poor," that is, for immediate distribution among 
the poor, while the collection on the Fast Day was entered by 
itself, and nothing was said about its destination. In later 
times, 1750 for example, the form of entry was changed, and 
the phrase used was "collected on Fast and following days," 
shewing that the Fast Day's collection was then considered part 
and parcel of the charities of the communion season. 

One of the ends commonly served at present by Sacra- 
mental Fasts or preparation services on the Saturday 
before the communion is the distribution to intending 
communicants of tokens for admission to the Lord's Table. 
In very ancient times, however, it was not the practice of Kirk 
Sessions to distribute tokens in Church on either the Fast Day 
or the preparation Saturday. In 1574 tlie Session of Edin- 
bui^h ordained that the "haiil communicants cum in proper 
person upon Friday next, at twa hours efternoon, and ressave 
their tickets in ye places of examination," But to come 
nearer home and nearer the present day, the Session of 
Galston, in 1673, "laid down a way how to distribute the tickets 
to those that are to communicate," and that way was, to give to 
the Elder of each quarter, a certified list of all the communi- 
cants within his district, and as many tickets as there were 
names upon his list. In Fenwick, the Kirk Session, in 
1698, met a week before the Fast Day "for the judicial 
distribution of the tokens," and the following year it was 
minuted that the Session "divided themselves into committees 
in order to the admission of persons to the Lord's Table." 
There is nothing in our own records to shew what was the 
practice in this Parish with regard to the distribuiion of tokens 
two hundred years ago. But it is stated that on the Fast Dny 
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in 1732, the minister "intimated how the people were to be served 
in tokens for the communion," and that in 1735 the Session 
met after sermon on the Fast Day. and " the Elders received 
tolicns to distribute to their respective quarters." 

It is not necessary to say much about the Monday's service 
of thanksgiving after the communion. This service, like the 
Fast Day service, had neither Scriptural nor statutory origin. 
It was simply a custom of spontaneous generation. If it did 
not exactly originate in 1630, it at least was popularised then 
by the signal blessing that was seen to attend the preaching of 
John Livingstone, at Shotts, on the memorable Monday after 
the communion there in June of that year. By 1644 it must 
have become a common communion custom in Scotland, for 
BaiUic, in one of his Westminster letters, expresses astonish- 
ment at the Independents having not only no prepara- 
tion sermon before, but no thanksgiving sermon after, their 
communions. In this Parish there was a Monday service after 
the communion in 1680, which is the first year in which we 
have any account or enumeration in the Session Records of the 
different preaching days in connection with the celebration of 
the sacrament. 

The word thanksgiving, which was the name given to the 
Monday's service, almost implied that the Monday was a more 
joyous day than the other preaching days. It was %day on 
which the bow was unstrung and the long pent up spirits were 
relaxed. It was a day to eat the fat and drink the sweet, and 
send portions unto them for whom nothing was prepared. But 
so apt is festivity to degenerate into jollity, and the natural 
reaction from intense emotion and restraint to pass into 
hilarious excitement, that the communion Mondays soon came 
to be a byeword and a matter of slight reproach to the 
Church. As far back as the year 1697, the Presbytery of Ayr 
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were exercised on the subject, and a committee of their num- 
ber was " appointed to think on some overture anciU the 
inconvenience and offence of great preparations and multitudes 
dining on the Monday after communion." The outcome of 
this appointment v.as a resolution by the Presbytery to forbid 
ministers 'to invite any to dinner on the foresaid day, but 
such as have been assistinji at their communion." And that 
this prohibition was not to be considered a mere farce, threat, 
Of fiilmen bnitunt, the Presbytery ordered the clerk to transmit 
a double of it to each minister within the bounds. Far be it 
from me, however, to insinuate that the Monday's sociality 
always or usually verged on either excess or levity. On the 
contrary, gatherings more pure and pleasant than these Monday 
meetings at the social board generally were, could scarcely be 
either wished or conceived. 

What may be termed the furnishings and material prepara- 
tions for the communion in olden times, are the next things we 
have to consider. Some of these furnishings and preparations 
seem rather odd now. At the present day, communicants, 
when receiving the elements, either sit in their ordinary pews, 
the book-boards in front being covered for the occasion with 
clean white linen, or they sit in special pews linked together 
(as in Mauchlinc Church, between the two passages) so as to 
resemble a long table. .'\t the Westminster Assembly the 
Independents kept the divines in discussion "long three weeks 
upon one point alone, the communicating at a tabic." They 
were content, says Baillie, that the elements should be 
received by the communicants sitting, instead of kneeling as 
the Episcopal ritualists in Scotland at one time insisted on, 
but tliey did not see the necessity for communicants rising out 
of their pews and going to a table. They did not raise the 
question either whether communicants should sit at the tabic 
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with their hats off or on. although some of them held that the 
covering of the head was significant of their table Honour, 
and of their sitting there as children not as worshippers. They 
considerately waived thai crotchet, and directed all their efforts 
to overthrow the table system. And the result of their 
debate was that some vague and general expressions 
were devised, which could meet the views and suit the purpose 
of all parties, but which, said Baillic, would "by benigne 
exposition infer our (Scottish) practices." The general 
expressions thus referred to by Baillie are to be found in the 
following clause, in the Directory for Public Worship: — "the 
tabic being before decently covered, and so conveniently 
placed, that the communicants may orderly sit abouf it or at it." 
Hy a benign exposition this clause might be taken to mean 
that all the communicants were to sit round or about the 
table in the sense of sitting at it ; but by a benign construction 
it might also mean that the communicants were to sit in their 
pews around the table, in the sense of being about it on the same 
floor. The General Assembly perceived the ambiguity, and in 
approving the Directory for Public Worship, they made a 
fipccial declaration that the clause in the section on the Lord's 
Supper "which mentioneth the communicants sitting about the 
table or at it, be not interpreted as if in the judgment of this 
Kirk it were indifferent or free for any of the communicants 
not to come to and receive at the table."' So much impor- 
tance being thus attached to the seating of communicants at 
a table, it was generally in the olden times a literal table, and 



* And as recently as iSt7 ihe Geoetal Asscmblj pronoucced a delivccance 
declaring Ihit it is the law, und hu been ihe ianncinorial practice of the Church of 
Scotlwid, to rfLspense the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper 10 the people sealed al 
or around a commuoion table or tables, and enjoining Presbyterin to ii» their best 
endeavours when Chuidici are rebuilt or reseated to have a suitable table or tables 
provided for the solemn terrice ol the Lord's Supper. 
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frequently it was a table specially made for the occasion, 
that was used at the sacraments. Sometimes too the table was 
fencetl in a htcral sense, not by words of warning and 
threatening from the minister, but as was the case in Edinbui^h 
in 1562, by a wooden palinj^, or as it is termed, "ane travess 
for holding furth of ye non-communicants." 

In Mauchlinc, the erection of the tables for the communion 
was for many years a matter of regular contract In May, 1673, 
two of the elders were appointed " to meet with George Wilson, 
carpenter, and search what will be found necessar for mounting 
and making readie tables and formes for the communion, that 
it may be done betwixt and July loth." And among the 
items of expenditure by the Kirk Session in December of that 
year was a sum of £6 (Scots) " for eight dales to be the com- 
munion tables." Twenty years later, in 1693, there was again 
given to George Wilson, for setting up the communion tables, 
£i,. besides a sum of 8s. to the " wright for morning drinks." 
In 1674 two trees were purchased at a cost of ^£"2 14s., to mend 
the tables, and Wilson was paid £i, 8s. for work. As late as 
1753 there is an entry in the Session Books ai C2 14s. lod. for 
setting up tables. And long ago there was expense incurred also, 
as there stiii is, in dressing th; tables. In 168 1 there was given to 
Bailie Hunter, who seems to have been cither a draper or a 
merchant, £,6 for table clotlis at three communions." In 1691 
there happens to be minuted a very full and detailed account 
of communion expenses. The fitting up of the tables cost 
£1 ; the furnishing of the table cloths with knittings cost 
Cz 3s. od. ; and there was given to a man for helping at the 
tables, whatever that may mean, £2." 



* The Itecotdt of Cal^ton contain i similar talc oreifcD^a. such bs for "lettiDg 
the lalile buirds and mending Ihc bridge ;" "foi nails lo fix the comiminion tables, 
13s. 4d., andfortimber lolxisinndMBio the tables, 5s. 8d. ;" "ayelnes linningelolh 
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Another source of expense to Kirk Sessions in connection with 
coaunutuons in olden times was the purchase of tokens. These 
token?, although generally called tickets in old writings, were 
made of lead. Bui although they might have lasted for ever, 
ihc)* somehow did not. They were either worn out of shape or 
they were lost.and new ones had to be provided from time to time. 
In 1672, the Session of Mauchline, paid to the smilh, a sum of 
40s., for casting communion tickets. A slight economy, 
however, was effected under this head in 1768, by the 
presentation to the Session of a set of cams or moulds, from a 
good Samaritan named Muir, who lived at Gadgirth. The 
{unous Water-of-Ayr stone, of which so much has recently 
been heard in the courts of law, had thus, we see, been used 
uid prized for some works of art — even ecclesiastical art — a 
bundrcd and twenty years ago. And the Kirk Session had, at 
least, an opportunity of trying the capabilities of Mr. Muir's 
cams, for in 1779 it was found that there were only 1026 tokens 
to the fore, and that 300 more were needed." 

Communion cups were also, like tokens, sources of occasional 
and indeed of very considerable expense to Kirk Sessions. 
This expense, as well as the expense of providing communion 
tables and table cloths, has ever since 1617 fallen, by Act of 



am |]ic Ubie bnirdi. and to be kcipil for ituit u*e, al los. 4d. (he elne, £1 19s. 1" 
wmfntaamoA renewing table builds, C9 *1^ 4<1. :" and paid "\o Ihe bednll Foi 
iMfcM <*^ llu baptiime ctoth Ihii lut ycac, 6s." In 1676 the Galslon Kirk 
■iMi tnwnA it nrmiary 10 invest in ■ full equipmect ol communion linen, and 
I Kcoaal of the "Uble climbes" thews what appearance the communion 

il bi« ptocnted. "One (cloth) the tenth of the Church betwixt the 
(, tnother of ertual Tenth, diritled in two, for the south side, item, a 

K the nidd uble. Two napkins, and linen to be a codware to keip 



of the Seceden. at Ceres, in Fifeshire. which was held 
which it ii said there were iooo communtcantx. the 
dicukt pieces of Eestber, aboui the site of a shilling, 



a Ibe came." — M 'Kelrie. 
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Parliament, on the heritors. But just as Kirk Sessions had, 
long ago, notwithstanding the Act of Parliament, to provide 
tables and table clotiis for the communion, so had they to 
provide communion cups. In 1691 there was paid by the 
Session of Maiichline, £"3 12s., for dressing the cups, and in 
1777 the Session minuted that they were "determined to get 
new communion cups, as the old ones can serve no longer." 
The Session seem to have been determined also not to pay for 
the new cups, for although beautiful silver cups were got that 
year, it was not at the Kirk Session's expense, nor at the Con- 
gregation's expense, but at the cost of the Heritors. Lovers of 
antiquities will be pleased to hear that these cups are still 
in use, and that they look as fresh and bright as on the day 
ihey were made." 

One of the questions asked by Presbyteries long ago at the 
visitation of Parishes was, what utensils have been provided for 
the administration of the sacraments? In the year 1698, Mr. 
Maitland reported that in Mauchline there were neither any 
mortifications for the poor nor any utensils for the celebration 
of tlic sacraments. Five jcars later, however, Mr. Maitland 
informed the Presbytery that there had been mortiiied for the 
poor, 100 merks Scots, by the Laird of Gleutec. and six pounds 
Scots by Mr. Hodge. Also that there were provided for 
sacramental use. two silver cups, but no other utensils. In 1719 
matters had still further improved in the Parish, and not only 
were there "two silver cups for the sacrament, but there were 
also a peuther plate for carrying the bread and a basin for 



Q form of gin to > parish by va heiilor or &a faeiitor'E lady Wii 
Church plue. LoJy Anne WhikTocd, fur instance, gave to the SeKion of 
Mauchline, in 17SS, a beautiful baptitmiLl luuin, and in 1730 the KjiIe Sniion 
of GaUton receivei) " Fouriilvei cups, dedicated b; the laic Lady Folwailb, for 
the uie ofthe PBtiih." 
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baptism." And Maiichline was no worse off in respect of 
sacramental utensils than Other I'arishcs in the district. In 
1706 there were many Parishes reported to be wholly- 
unprovided with such articles. In 1709 there were at St. 
Quivox "no communion cups nor other utensils for the 
sacraments except a basin to hold water." The only 
sacramental possessions in other Parishes that same year were 
table cloths. In 1723 the whole stock of sacramental utensils 
at Auchinleck were "a siller queff, ane stoup, table cloaths, 
and two cloaths used when children are baptized.'" 

The question may well be raised, how came it that after the 
re-establishment of Presbytery in Scotland, at the Revolution, 
there was such a sc^ircity of sacramental utensils in so many 
Parishes P Did the outed Episcopal ministers make off with 
all the Church belongings they could lay hands on ? It is just 
possible, and the ministers may have thought that in so doing 
they were preventing old benefaction.s from being misap- 
propriated. After the establishment of Episcopacy in 1661, the 
Hishops complained that the outed Presbyterian ministers had 
stowed away their decreets of locality.* Thirty years later, 
when tables were turned, Episcopalians may have taken tlieir 
revenge, and made off with what they could seize, on any 
feasible pretence. Certain it is. that a great many ecclesiastical 
records, pertaining to the second period of Episcopacy, have 
disappeared. In the Record.s of the Presbytery of Ayr there 
is a blank from 1650 to 1687. It is but a few years since 
the Record of the Synod of Galloway from 1664 to 1671 was 
accidentally discovered ; and that communion cupshave bcenlost 
to Parishes by ministers in muchthe same way as Church Records 
have been lost by the Clerks of Church courts, is at least com- 
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monly believed, if not positively ascertained. In the Session 
Records of Irongray there is a curious entry anent the loss of 
communion cups. In 1697 the elders of that Parish were directed 
to make enquiry about the loss of the utensils of the Church, — 
cups, table cloths, and other things, — -and a week later they 
reported that nothing could be heard of the missing articles 
except "that they were carried away by Mr. John Welsh, his 
plenishing."" It is quite possible that a similar fate befell 
many parochial possessions at transition and troublous times. 
But it is pleasant to have to say that there are instances of 
Episcopal ministers endowing Parishes with communion plate. 
Among the Parishes reported in 1696 to have had no utensils for 
the sacrament, was the large and wealthy Parish of Maybole. 
Forty years later, at a visitation of that Parish, the minister and 
elders informed the I'resbyterj- that they had "got two silver 
cups for the sacrament of the supper, from Mr. Alexander 

, their late Episcopal minister, which he hes mortified 

to the Paroch for the said use." 

The plenishing of the communion table with bread and wine 
is an expense that at the present day falls on the minister, but 
it is an expense for which a fixed allowance is appointed, by 
the Court of Teinds, to be paid to the minister by the heritors. 
In some Parishes, but Mauchline is not one of these, when the 
sacrament is administered oftener than once a year, there is an 
extra grant for communion expenses, made to the minister, by 
the Kirk Session. But in the old Parishes it is only in 
the case of extra communions that Kirk Sessions make any 
payments for communion elements. And this present practice is 
of old standing. An Act of Parliament, passed in 1 572, imposed 



* iUrpcr's Rambles in Gallaway. This Juhn Welsh, grandion of the great Jaho 
WeUh of Ayi, was ool »a EpixupoluD buL & Piesbytaiao. 
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on the parsons of ail parish kirks* the burden of furnishing bread 
and «'ine to the Communion as often as it should be adminis- 
tered.! The General Assembly of 1638 made an addendum to 
this Act, and declared that where allowance was made for fur- 
nishing communion clementsonly once a year the charges should 
rather be defrayed out of the day's collection than that the con- 
gregation should want a more frequent celebration,]! It might 
be supposed, therefore, that subsequent to the year 1 572, when 
the above cited act of Parliament was passed, there 
would not be found in Kirk Session Records any entries 
of expense for communion elements, unless the com- 
munion had be^n celebrated oftener than once a year. 
Nor are there in Session Records many entries of expense on 
that score. But there are some. In the Galston Records for 
1642 there is anentr>- of ^'ll 18s. od., "tomak out tlie elements 
by and attour the 40 merks q!k Cessnock, Barr, and Gastoun 
peys." And it is proper to explain that the Act 1572 is apt to 
be misunderstood by lay readers. The parsons on whom was 
laid the burden of providing the communion elements were 
not the stipendiary parish ministers, who received only a 
stipend out of the parish teinds, but the few ministers who at 
that date were parsons in the strict sense of the term, and had 
for their livings the whole benefice of the parish. In 
parishes where there were no parsons, but only stipendiary 
ministers, the burden of providing the communion elements 
was held by some authorities to devolve on the titular of the 

* Pudovan. 181. 

tin 157Z Ihe Ceneial Aisembly "concluded ihat the persone (parson) shoald 
find bread and wine to ihe coinmunion, anlexs ihc vicarage exceed Ibe luni of torty 
pmindi, and in thai case Ihe vicarage lo (iirnish the same in lime coming." — Book 
of Universal Kirk. 

X The connnunion colleciinna and their distiibutiun fall lo be (□iisiitciei) in Uie 
Leclnre on Prorision Ibi the Poot. 
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teinds : and I refer to this matter chiefly because this construe- ^ 
tion of the Act possibly affords the explanation of a cu 
entry in our own Session Records. In 1680 there is an entry I 
" given to Thomas Stewart, servitor to my Lord Loudoun for J 
carrying the elements, 13s. 8d." The carrying of the elcmentsfl 
probably meant the carriage of the elements to Mauchline, fofi 
in 1674 and i6gi there are similar entries in the following I 
words, "for bringing the wine to the communion, I2s.," andl 
"for bringing home of the bread and wine, £,\ 2s. od." LordI 
Loudoun, it is well known, was the patron of the parish aodi 
the titular of the teinds, and if the construction just mentioned J 
of the Act, 1572, was held by Lord Loudoun to be the propeCil 
construction, we can understand his providing the element) 
and the Session's being at the expense of conveying them IdH 
Mauchline.* In the Galston records we find similar entries o(^ 
outlay for the " wyne fetching." t 



* Since this pai^ta|>h went 10 press, I have chnnccd 10 lighl on Ihe roll owing I 
note in Cbalmers' Ciiedonia ; — " Ada Pail., iv. 313. Lard Loudoun 
heiii verc obliged la pay to the Ciawn 100 merits Scots yearly, and to pi 
minisleis serving the cure al Ihe Church oi Mauchlin. 40 bolls of oalmeal and Jf 
merks Scots ycaily, and to lurnish bread and wine (or Ihe celebralion 



+ The follnwing extracts from the Kecords of the Presbytery of Ayr are inlcrait-'l 
ing. as shewing how communioD elements were provided 01 failed to be provid«da 
long ago : — 

1643 — " It was r^realed by Ihe said Mr. Johne (the minister at Kiikos- I 
wnlil), that some of Ibe Parochineis refused to pay their part foi tlw>l 
fumiihing of the eiemenis lo the communion, accorilinglo thedirection of the platt J 
tliercnneni, thrnugh the which neglc:! and omission Ihe cumnnunion ' 
celebrated Iwyse in the ) ear, as the minister allirms he would willingly do, if Uw I 
said n^lcct were helped. ' 

1644— The town of Aye fumished the communion eiemenis for the Church. 

1697 — "At Symington the minister reported that be bad not wberewiih 
defray communion elements." 

1702 — The minisler of Kiikoiw.ild reported that be has "a decreet of J 
oca lity containing allowance for communion elements for which he gets noihii^ 
Uw Heritors alleging they are out uf use of payment. No utensils for ^actt 



The peace of some congregations has recently been broken 
by a controversy regarding the particular kind of wine that 
should be used at the communion. It may perhaps not be 
generally known that the wine commonly used now is not the 
same kind of wine as was used very long ago in Scotland. 
The wine now in use is port wine, the wine used long ago was 
claret, and the quantity of it consumed at a sacrament was 
enormous. It was at the cost of the city that the communion 
elements for the churches of Edinburgh were in the sixteenth 
century provided, and in the Dean of Guild's accounts for 1590 
the following entries occur, " ist communion ane puncheon of 
claret wine, ^36 los., 9 gallons mair, _£"i6 16 ; 2nd communion i 
puncheon of claret wine, cost ;£;3S, 6^ gallons mair,^ 14 6s." And 
these quantities were not beyond common. In 1 578 there were 
used at one communion in Edinburgh 26 gallons of wine which 
cost ^41 12s. od. ; in 1575 at what is called the second table, 
"ane puncheon of wyne, £,2j los., mair bocht fra Gilbert Thorne- 
tounc's wyfc, 11 quarts and ane pynt, £'5 15s.; in 1574 ane 
puncheon of wyne, jCjo ; and in 1573 ane puncheon of wyne, 
£"18, and sax quarts mair, 32s."" Coming down to the times of 
the Covenant we find that in 1641 there was paid by the town 
of Glasgow to Robert Campbell and others for " wyne to the 
communion," the sum of i^%\ los. 8d., while in 1656 there was 
purchased by the same liberal corporation for the same good 
purpose a hogshead of wine at the cost of ^160. It is quite 
plain that in these old Reformation and second Reformation 
days communicants had partaken at the Lord's table in a differ- 
ent way from what they now do. For one thing the wine used 
was lighter, and more of it might be rationally and innocuously 
taken by each person. It is not unreasonable to think, also, 

* Lee's Lcrlures, Apjiendui. 
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that the laity, after having with no small effort secured for 
tlicmselves the privilege of communicating in both kinds, with 
wine as well as bread, might, by way of protesting against the 
popish practice of refusing the cup to the people, have made a 
point of shewing that they appreciated the privilege by return- 
ing the "queff" either empty or visibly lightened of its con- 
tents.* 

The question what kind of wine should be used at the sacra- 
ment was copiously debated by ecclesiastical writers long be- 
fore the present wise generation of disputants came into being. 
Pardovan in his collections refers to the question, and says, 
"Any kind of wine may be used in the Lord's supper, yet wine 
of a red colour seemeth most suitable." t And, what will be 

• I have hafl the privilege of examining a selection of old papers belonjjing to 
the Kirk Session of St. Cuthbert's, Edinburgh, with manuscript notes thereon by 
George Lorimer, Esq., and I find that the following account for wines, etc., was 
given in to that Session in 16S7, by the beadle, who was by trade a publican. 
The bill is not large as compared with those quoted above, but the congrcgaticm is 
estimated, by Mr. Lorimer, to have been not more than two or three hundred. It 
will l)e seen from this bill that in old times, when the services were very protracted, 
a considerable amount of li(]uor was at least provided for, if n«)t c(»nsuuied by, ihc 
several sets of Church officials, viz. : — the minister and his assistants, the precentor 
and his helps, the elders and deacons, the officers and the attendants. The wine 
was light wine, either Claret or Burgundy : — 

To the Kirk. 9 pynts wyne and 2 pynts ale, . 
Mr. Hepburn (Minister), 4 pynts wyne, 
John Wishart (Precentor), 2 pynts wyne, 
Eltlers and Deacons, 4 pynts wyne, 
Willir.m P.yers (IJeadle), 2 pynts wyne. 
The Officers, 3 pynts wyne. 
The IJaxter, I chopin wyne, 2 pynts ale, 
Ane i)ynt of ale to the man yt drew ye wyne, 

A Scotch pint was equal to three bottles, and a chopin half thai quantity. The 
sums cjuotcd l)oth in this note and in the text above are of Scots money. 

+ The fact of the wine being a symbol of the Idood shed for sinners is perhaps 
why P.irdovan thinks that red wine is more suitable than white wine for the sacra- 
ment of the supper. Some strange conceits, however, on the suljcct of red and w hite 
wine have been enunciated by religious writers of what may be termed the allegorical 
iichool. In a l>ook printed at Paris in 1575, under the title of QucuiragesimaU 
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grateful to the ears of total abstainers, he adds, "in casu- a 
society of Christians should want [not be able to procure] thu 
fruits of the vine of all sorts, I cannot think but it might be 
supplied by some composure as like unto it as could be made." 
In the first liturgy of Edward the VI., there was a rubric 
which directed the Priest on pouring the wine into the chalice 
or some fair convenient cup, prepared for that use, to add 
thereto "a little pure and clean water." This was a very 
ancient custom in the Christian Church, and it was, says a 
learned author, "in opposition to two contrary sects, first the 
Arminians, who held that it was only lawful to use wine alone 
without water; secondly, against the Hydroparastatae, who 
officiated with water unmixt with wine. The reason of this 
mixture was partly in imitation of our Saviour's act in the first 
institution of the Eucharist, agreeable to the custom of that hot 
climate, which constantly used to allay the heat of the wine 
with water, and partly, because that when our Saviour's side 
was pierced with the lance there issued out both water and 
blood." The same custom was at one time attempted to be 
introduced into the Church of Scotland, and in some places 
the attempt met with success. In Aberdeenshire it continued to 
be more or less general for a hundred and fifty years. But in 
Ayrshire popular feeling was against it. The Covenanters 
denounced it, and it was regarded consequently with all the 



Sfiriltia/e. or Leol'! PMtgOtJ, il is snid, " there are Iwo kinds of wine, while ami 
ic<I, lliE while lignifieih the hope which is in Chii>i Jesus, and the red the love 
which he hnlh shewed us in pnrcha'ing of ihc foicsaid glory. , . . The white 
leachelh us Ihe wvy li> heaven, fur it givelh gimd cuutage to a man, legs ul wine 
anil liiililnes of joy. The reiJ sbarpeneib Ihe wit and understanding, and helps the 
lueiiti'ry lo retnrmbeT that the precious lilo™l of Christ gushed out of his side for 
cut naXvxaan. This wine is chief of chuice nmong alt liqunrs. iltilui tx mil.'ituu" 
Stephen's U'otH of W.indns, London, 1607. Wodrow stales Ihal in bis <iay Ihe 
H'int u<eil Hi cnmmunicins in Hull.ind was n-hitc vine, and Ihal in Nurway and 
Ucniuark tl was no) wioe at all thai was uuil but mall liquors 
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aversion that anything supposed to be associated with 
Episcopal ritual encountered in the west. Common people, 
who knew nothing of the philosophy of Christian symbols, 
exclaimed against the mixture as an intake, an imposture, and 
a shameless adulteration, and they attributed its introduction 
to clerical parsimony. So dangerous is it for ministers to 
attempt to do anything, however reasonable in itself, if the 
reason of it is not apparent to the most benighted of his flock. 
It may not be generally known that there has been 
almost as much diversity of opinion and custom in regard 
to the bread used at communions as in regard to the wine. 
The Roman Catholic monks, as might be expected, were 
very particular about the preparation of bread for the com- 
munion. The corn, if possible, was to be selected grain by 
grain, and, before it was ground, the mill was to be so purified 
that the flour for the host would not be polluted with any 
fretts. The table on which the flour was baked was to be 
without spot, and the servant that held the irons for baking 
was to have his hands covered with rochets. During the 
process of baking there was to be dead silence in the room, and 
the baking was to be done over a clean fire, made of very dry 
wood, prepared on purpose many days before. After the 
bread was baked, it was put by the monks themselves, with 
ceremonies and prayers, into a mould marked with sacred 
characters ; and before consecration, it was cut in the form of a 
cross, by a special knife, and was mystically divided into nine 
parts with difTerentdesignations.* It wasdeemed heresy to make 
the host of fermented bread ; and I may add that many of the 
Reformers, like the Catholics, have thought that the bread 
should be unleavened. In some parts of Scotland, short bread 
was till quite recently chosen as the most appropriate bread 



*Gorduo's Monasticon, p. 21. 
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for the Christian passover. During the first year of my 
own ministry in Galloway, I was one day accosted by the 
beadle, and told that he and his friends were hoping I 
would give them short bread at the sacrament. We used to 
have it till three years ago, he said, and we thought it very 
shabby in the minister to change the old custom and give us 
plain bread. My answer was that altogether apart from the 
question of expense, I considered plain bread the most suitable 
for the occasion, and that, in this view, 1 was backed by the 
great ecclesiastical authority, Pardovan, who says, that "ordinary 
bread is to be used, and it is most decent that it should be 
leavened wheat bread," I cannot make out whether short- 
bread was ever used or not at the communion in Mauchline. 
I have heard old people say that in their fathers' or grand- 
fathers' days it was used in some Parishes in Ayrshire, and 
the expression in our records two hundred years ago, "bringing 
home the bread," rather indicates that it was not ordinary 
bread that was used, but bread that had to be brought from a 
distance.* At the present day, as may be seen from the last 
published volume of the Queen's Journal, the communion 
bread in some parts of Aberdeenshire is cut into small cubes 
like dice, These are put on large plates, and on the top of 
them are two or three longer pieces of bread for the ministers 
to break before distribution. The plates are then passed down 
the tables, and each communicant helps himself to one of the 
small cubes. If this mode of preparing the communion bread 



* This is not an absolutely eertiin inleiencc Two hundred yean ago there niaj 
possibly have been no hiker [n Mauchline. As recenlly is 1715 " ibeie wax only 
one baker in Dumfries, and he made bawbee-bapi of coarse Bour, chiefly bran, 
which he occasioniilly carried in creels to the furs of Urr and Kiikpatrick." 
Letter from Maxwell of Munches \a Hemes of Spotter, quoted in Stat. Acci'UnI 
of ScolUnd. Kiikcudbrightshire, |>agF 307. The man fo whom ihc West Kirk 
Session of Edinburgh made payment for communion brend in i6Stl dusi^aieil him- 
te^f " CUrk to the conoD Beackliows.'' 



ISO 



Old Church Li/e in Scotland. 



in the north is of very ancient origin, we may understand the 
astonishment ur Spalding in 1643, at what he called the new 
in come customs, introduced then by Cant, although these are 
customs that m this part of the country we have been 
familiar with from our earliest years. " The communion brcid, 
he says (was not), baikin nor distribute as wes wont, bot efter 
ane new fashion of breid, for it wes baikin in ane round loaf, 
lyke ane trynsheour, sync cultit out in long schievcs, hanging 
be ane lak. And first the minister takis ane schieve efter the 
blessing, and brakis ane piece, and gives to him who is narrest, 
and he gives the schieve to his nichbour, who takis ano piece, 
and syne gives it to his nichbour, whill it be spent, and syne 
ane elder gives in ane uther schieve whair the first schieve left, 
and so furth. The lyk breid and seruice wes nevir sein in 
Abirdene, bcfoir the cuming of Mr, Andro Cant to be thair 
minister." 

I had occasion to indicate how the cost of the elements at 
communions in the Church of Scotland is defrayed. In the 
old Catholic Church, expenses of that kind were generally met 
by voluntary beneficence, stimulated by public praise and the 
hope of future reward. One of the old bidding prayers was, — 
" Ve shall pray for the good man and woman that this day 
giveth bread to make the holy loaf, and for all those that first 
began it, and them that longest continue." Whether the com- 
munion bread was supposed by its consecration to have some 
spi ritual i.sing influence impressed on it, or was merely endeared 
and made sacred to people by its use in the great mystery or 
symb-jl of redemption, it is certain that even in Scotland, and 
at no remote day, some communicants were in the habit of 
canying fragments from the table, to shew or give to their 
friends at home. According to the learned author I have so 
often qiiolcfl, this was a very ancient practice in the Christian 



Church. At first, he says, the analects and remains of the 
supper were sent to absent triends " as pledges and tokens of 
love and agreement in the unity of the same faith." The cus- 
tom came at length to be abu.sed, and was interdicted by the 
Council of Laodicea, which ordaJncd that the consecrated 
bread be sent no more abroad to other Parishes at Easter, under 
the notion and in resemblance of the " blessed loaves." " As for 
the order of our Church" {the Church of England), adds our 
author, " it is very circumspect, for by saying the curate shall 
have it to his own use. care thereby is taken to prevent the 
superstitious reservation of the sacrament as the Papists 
practised.'"' 

Having thus described the material preparations for the 
communion in olden times. I now pass on to describe the 
Church ser\'ice on the communion Sabbath. 

The Church of Scotland has always recommended frequent 
celebrations of the Lord's Supper, although the practice of the 
Church would scarcely lead one to think so. In the first Book 
of Discipline, 1560, it is stated that "four times in the year, 
we think sufficient to the administration of the Lord's Tabic, 
which we desire to be distinctcd that the superstition of times 
(Easter, Christmas, &c.) may be avoided." To wean the people 
from the observance of old popish holidays, Knox and 
his friends recommended that the communion days in the 
Church of Scotland should be the first Sundays of Marcl-. 
June, September, and December. The Westminster Director>-, 



* 1 a.m inlormcd that {n Game diitricls of Scotland it was cuslomarj for lh^ 
minktei and hU assistants to ccnsums what was left o( the consecttted bren '. 
Thia was done to prevent the distribution of the fisemenls becomine a source <T 
lupcialilion. In 1703 a man was delated to the Kirk Susiun of Galston " foe Ins 
Kandaluus and offensive eairiajje at the Lord's Table ihe preceding year, Jo pulling 
up part of the bread in his iiockct." lie was cited to 4])|iear before ihe SesiiuT>. 
and ibe charge having been found proven, he was piililicly rebuked in Church. 
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and the Acts of Assembly subsequent to the second Reforma- 
tion of 1638. only recommend that celebrations of the 
communion should be frequent, without specifying how 
frequent There could, however, in the opinion of the most ap- 
proved exponents of the Church's polity, be such a thing as over 
frequent as well as too infrequent celebration of the sacrament 
Says Baillic, "Those who have seen the manner of celebration 
used by the Independents, professc it to be a very dead and 
comfortlcssc way. It is not as in New England, once in the 
month, but as at Amsterdam, once every Lord's day, which 
makes the action much less solemn than in any other of the 
Reformed Churches, and in this too much like the daily 
masses of the Church of Rome." 

Till within a very recent date there has been great irregu- 
larity, in respect of time and frequency, in the administration of 
the Lord's Supper by ministers in the Church of Scotland. 
As far back as 1565 that irregularity had become noticcatle. 
At the General Assembly, held in the month of June of that 
year, there were ministers, says Calderwood, complained of and 
ordered to be tried and censured for " not ministering the 
communion for six years bypast." It was after the great 
disruption in 1651, however, that this irregularity became most 
scandalous. It is stated in some histories that the Protesters, 
in their zeal for the promotion of godliness, "ordained that the 
Sacrament of the Supper should be dispensed every month."" 



■ See Cnnoineham's Church Ili^inry ot Scollancl, vol. ii., p. 171. Possibly ihe 
aouice or Ihis trior is a scniencc in a letter n( Baillie's, dated 19th July, 1654. 
This scnicncc iiHimcliinm given m fullows, — "From their meetings in Edinburgh 
Ihcy were instniclcrl to have monlhly fusls and communions." In Dr. Laing's 
edition o[ Bullies leUeis, huwever, vol. iji., p. 245. the senlence is somewhat 
dlfferenl, and if a (omma be inserted iUci the word faiU, (he meaning is very 
much nllcreil, — " I'tum (heir meeting in Eiiinbuigh ibey u'ete instructed lo have 
tBoneihly Iksis, antl communions as they could h^tve thetn." 



That must be a mistake. In all or most of the towns where 
the chief Protesters exercised their ministry, the sacrament 
remained unadministercd for years. The chief of the Protes- 
ters was James Guthrie of Stirling, and in th; Session Records 
of Stirling the following minute occurs, under date, sth Nov. 
1657 : — " The Congregation have been without the enjoyment 
of that healing ordinance (the Lord's Supper) for the space of 
nine years.'" It was then appointed that the communion should 
be celebrated on the two Sabbaths, 15th and 22nd of the 
current month, and that the 12th of the month "be set apart 
for public solemn fasting and humiliation." In Edinburgh 
and SL Andrews, and I cannot tell how many other places, the 
communion was in like manner uncelebrated for years, 
notwithstr.nding the entreaties of congregations. Both Pro- 
testers and Resolutioners had a difficulty in regard to celebration. 
The whole community was at variance. Was there to be a 
communion without reconciliation? There were charges and 
counter charges of sin heard everywhere — charges of spiritual 
defection and counter charges of ecclesiastical contumacy — 
charges of denying Christ and counter charges of rebellion 
against the Church of Christ — and who was to judge in these 
matters or settle who should be received and who should not 
be received at the Lord's table? At a meeting of the six 
sessions of Edinburgh in Aprii, 1652, it was concluded that the 
communion "cannot convenientlie be celebrate, as is now 
thought, till there be a lawfull judicatorie of the kirk to deter- 
mine anent the present course of defection carried on amongst 
us anent the Covenant, and what censure it deserves." t After 

* This exlmct given me by Rev. Mr. Smkb, North I'aiish, Stirling. 

t In Augu.il at thai year the General A<sembl|r passed an acl, ordaining minii- 
lets and Kiik Sessions " Ici debar frDin ihe Lurd's Ubie all luch persons as are fouiid 
not to wulk suitnMy to Ihe gaspel, and being convinced and admonished thereof do 
no( reform." Even (bis enaclmenl, however, did not satisfy ihc Protesters. 
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the deplorable schism in 1651 about a bagatelle, a question of 
politics and statecraft, it might have been said of the Church in 
the words of the prophet, " the ways of Zion do mourn, because 
none come to the solemn feasts, all her gates are desolate, her 
priests sigh, her virgins are afflicted and she is in bitterness." 
Not only, however, in the troublous times of the 17th century, but 
during the still times of the i8th century, there were many 
instances of a communion not being held in a parish for five, 
ten, or even more years. One of the grounds on which the 
General Assembly in 1705 deposed the minister of Urr was 
that he neither had *' dispensed the sacrament of the Lord's 
supper to others nor partaken thereof himself for more than 
sixteen years." And this minister was not a man that was un- 
concerned and uninterested in things spiritual. He was, or 
affected to be, an extreme Puritan, and " asserted that c )m- 
municating with persons scandalous made people guilty of 
communicating unworthily." 

I am not prepared to say with what degree of regularity or 
irregularity the communion was celebrated in Mauchline before 
1695, when Mr. Maitland became minister, nor indeed for a 
good many years after, but judging from such entries as I have 
seen, both in our own Kirk Session Records and in the 
Records of the Presbytery of Ayr, I am more than doubtful if 
the sacrament was administered every year in this parish for a 
considerable part of the seventeenth century if not also of the 
eighteenth.* 

From the second Reformation in 1638 till the Disruption in 
165 1, it seems to have been the common practice with 



♦ All the years in which I have noted that a communion was held in Mauchline 
prior to the settlement of Mr. Maitland are 1673, 1674, 1677 (probably), 1679, 
16S0, 16S1, 1691, and 1693. At the visitation of the Parish in 1723, during Mr. 
Maitland's ministry, it was stated that there had been no communion for three 
years. 



ministers in Ayrshire to have two communions a year. We 
have seen that in 1642 the minister of Kirkoswald " regraited " 
that the communion had not been celebrated twice a year in 
his ['arish. and expressed his anxiety tliat it should be. In 
1643 therainister of Coylton was admonished by the Presbytery 
to give his people the opportunity of communicating twice a 
year. Judging from the following expression, which occurs in 
a minute of Presbytery, " the reasons that hindered the 
brethren to celebrate the Lord's Supper in their paroches this 
last season," it would seem that in 1710 it was neither expected 
nor required that communions should be held in a Parish more 
than once a year. And for a long while, from that date down, 
it was the practice of the Presbytery of Ayr to ask each minister 
in the bounds if he had had a communion in his Parish that 
season, and if not, what was the reason for the omission. In 
1749, however, the Presbytery recommended that "every 
Parish should have the Lord's Supper celebrated twice in the 
year, and that there should be, besides a Fast Day observed as 
usual, one sermon on the Saturday, dropping the Monday's 
meeting altogether." The following year the Presbytery again 
declared their opinion that the more frequent celebration of the 
sacrament is highly desirable. They were constrained to admit, 
however, that this was " in a great measure impracticable 
without abridging the number of sermons that have been long 
in use on these occasions, and that there was difficulty in 
bringing about a reformation in this matter owing to the 
prejudices of the people, who seem to look upon such numbers 
of sermons as in some degree essential to the celebration of 
that sacred institution." All that the Presbytery could there- 
fore do was to recommend that every minister in his public 
sermons, catechisings and visitations of families, should endea- 
vour to remove from people's minds mistaken notions on 
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this point, and that till the effect of this labour became, 1 
the blessing of Gotl, visible, enquiries should be made at 
every minister " once at least in two meetings of the Presby- 
tery " what had been his diligence in this particular business. 

Scarcely a year passed, from i/io to 1750, in which 
there were not more or fewer ministers who reported to 
the Presbytery of Ayr that they had been hindered from having 
the communion celebrated "this last season.'" The reasons 
why they were hindered from that necessary work were also 
stated, and sometimes the reasons given were sustained and 
sometimes not When the reasons were not sustained an ad- 
monition followed, which was recorded, like the Second Book of 
Discipline, in ni memoriam perfeluam. Some of the reasons 
might be called laughable, and others lamentable. In 171 1 one 
minister gave as his reason for having no communion " that the 
kirk being like to fall through the shutting out of both the 
side walls he could not venture to have a considerable meeting 
of people in it" This excuse was not sustained, and the min- 
ister was told that rather than have no communion he should 
have it in the churchyard. In 1716 one minister assigned as 
his reason for having no communion that some of his congre- 
gation were so scrupulous as to take exception to the brethren 
he had asked to assist him, on the ground that " these brethren 
had taken the oath of abjuration." t This excuse was sustained 



• In 1716 il was leporled to ihe Piesbftery that ihesicnmeni had been adminis- 
tered at TarboUon ool; three times during the last eight yeais. An eiplonalion, 
however, was gisco, which the Presbylery accepted u a snfficicnl excuse. The 
ministec at Cumnock had no ucismcnl for many years un accuiint of an unhappy 
stale of Iccling in the parish about an Act ol Parliament. In 1717 Ihe mclcraior 
WM apl>oinled ta write 10 the minister of Coyllon that Ihe Presliylcry were dissatia- 
Ded thai the sacrament bnd not been celebrated in hii parish for several years. 

t In nn Acl passed by Ihe Genera] Assembly in 1715 it is said, "The General 
Asjetiibiy, considciinE ihnl Ihe distinguiihinE course taken by ministers in Ihe choice 
□r their asiisuntt at the celehtatioD uf Ihe holy Mcranwnl of the Lord's Suppet, 
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because it showed that the minister had at least endeavoured 
to have a communion. The same year another minister stated 
that tlic communion in his parish was hindered because of 
"disorders occasioned by some irregular ministers that came 
into his bounds." In other words, the parish had become so 
demoralised by these itinerant preachers and so much bad 
feeling between neighbours had been created, that it was inex- 
pedient to convene the congregation to a banquet of love in 
their present state of mind. These reasons, however, for post- 
poning communions are neither so paltry nor so amusing as 
one that the great Samuel Rutherford gravely relates in one of 
his letters. "To my grief," he says, "our communion at 
Anwoth is delayed till Sabbath come eight days, for the laird 
and lady hath earnestly desired me to delay it, because the 
laird is sick and he fears he be not abic Co travel because he 
hath lately taken physic. The Lord bless that work, Com- 
mend it to God as you love me, for I love not Satan's thorns 
cast in the Lord's way. Commend the laird to your God." 

In olden times it was very common to have the communion 
celebrated on several successive Sabbaths. And this was done 
not only in large towns but in country parishes. In tlie 
records of the Presbytery of Ayr we find that during a 
vacancy in Cumnock in 1642 the parishioners petitioned to 
have the sacr.imcnt administered to them, " whereupon the 
Presbytery did voyce and nominate Mr. William Scott to 
celebrate the communion at Cumnock upon Sunday come 
twenty days, and Mr. James Nesmyth on Sunday come a 



wh'ch might !ci be ihe linnd of unily ami ln»c among Chrislians, dots eicecdingly 
contribute to tlie conllrming of people in lh;ir unjust prejudice .tgainil min- 
uiers. and in theii divisivu practices, du theieroie earnestly obtest all the niini&ters 
of this ehuich carefully to guati! against this, u lliey would not be found to t>y a 
ttutpblim; block before the people. " 
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month." In the Session Records of Galston, too, we find it 
was for many years the usual practice to have two successive 
Sundays set apart for the communion in that parish. In his 
history of the sufferings of the Church, Wodrow states that Mr. 
Thomas Wyllie of Kirkcudbright, and formerly of Mauchlinc, 
had, on the 8th June, 1662, his first day of distribution of the 
sacrament, because he had so many communicants and such 
numbers joined with him that they could not all communicate 
in one day. We might infer from this statement of VVodrow's 
that no person was allowed to communicate on two successive 
Sabbaths in the same church. But there was no such restriction 
of spiritual privileges. Spalding says that in 1642 the com- 
munion was given in Old Aberdeen for the first time on the 17th 
April, for the second time on the 24th April, and for the third 
time on the 8th May, and that on each of these occasions Dr. 
Forbes of Corss communicated, although he had never, as was 
required, subscribed the Covenant " and still stood out." The 
practice uf having communions extending over successive Sab- 
baths had been either entirely or generally given up in the 
Church of Scotland before the date at which the extant records 
of Mauchline parish begin, and in these records there is there- 
fore no trace of the old custom. 

At a very early period there used to be a morning scr\'icc at 
the communion. This service commenced at five or sometimes 
at four or even at three o'clock, and doubtless it originated in 
the old Popish notion that the sacrament should be taken fasting, 
not after a Fast Day, but fasting, * and that nothing com- 
mon should be eaten for so many hours afterwards. These 
matutine communions involved an expenditure on lights. In 



* " For the honour of Mint ^rc.it sncrameni the body of Clirist should h;.ve -he pre- 
cedence of entering in at our mouths before ordinary meat." Augustine Epist., 
quoted in Alliance of Div. Off. 152. 
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Edinburgh, for instance, in 1563, there was expended on two 
dozen torches for the communion, a sum of £1, and on candles 
for " baith the days," i8d. or more probably i8s. And in those 
days there were in large cities simple and effectual arrange- 
ments for raising money for all legitimate Church purposes. 
The Kirk Session of Canongate, for instance, just passed a 
resolution and framed a minute appointing the magistrates to 
supply torches for the communion, and the magistrates had 
the goodness to do as they were directed by their spiritual 
rulers. In 1565 that Session required "everilk bailyie, 
everilk diocone of craft with uther faythful men that 
thai and everilk ane of them have ane torch agane the morning 
service (of the communion), the quhilk they promisit to do." 
In 161 3, however, the Session of Canongate, in appointing the 
days of communion, specially minuted and caused to be 
intimated that the communion was to be " without morning 
service." This resolution probably indicates the date at which 
morning services at communions came to be generally given up 
in the Church of Scotland. 

There is no doctrine so self-evident or demonstrable, 
that some people will not stoutly maintain the truth 
of its contrary ; and so, while morning communions, after 
the manner of the Catholics, were common in the Church 
of Scotland for fifty years after the Reformation, there 
were other denominations of Christians that took the 
opposite course of having their communion services at 
night. This was one of the discordant practices of 
the Independents about the time of the sitting of the 
Westminster Assembly. The Lord's Supper, says Baillie, 
they desire to celebrate at night, after all other ordinances are 
ended. And, indeed, it may well be a matter of wonder that 
these views have not been more strongly and more widely held 
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than they have been, for it was certainly in the evening that 
the original supper, which is the recognised pattern of the 
sacramental banquet, was partaken of by our Lord and His 
twelve Apostles. 

Except during the periods when Episcopacy was established 
in Scotland, the form and order of the Sabbath service on com- 
munion days have from the earliest times been very much the 
same as they are now. Public worship began as on 
ordinary Sabbaths, with prayer and praise, reading and 
preaching of the word. The sermon preached on that 
occasion was called the action sermon or the sermon at the 
action, in distinction from the sermon of preparation preached 
on the Saturday or other preaching week day. As far back as 
1574, the manner of the holy communion and the order 
thereof at Edinburgh arc indicated as follows in a minute of 
Kirk Session : — " Ye bell to begin to ryng upon Sonday at four 
hours in ye morning, ye sermon to begin at five hours, and ye 
ministration to begin at sex and sua to continue. Item, the 
bell of new agane to begin to ryng at aucht hours, ye sermon d 
to begin at nyne and sua to continue.''* 

Previous to the distribution of the elements there are three 
ministerial acts performed in the communion service. One is 
called the exhortation or fencing of the tables, another '\^ the 
reading of the words of institution, and the third is the blessing 
of the bread and wine, or prayer of consecration. The 
order and manner of performing these acts have varied slightly 
at different times, and probably vary slightly yet in different 
parts of the country, or with different ministers. In the book 
which Charles attempted to thru.-^t on the Church in 1637, 
the order of service before communion was, first, exhortation, 



* in 1765 public wurahip in Edinburgh un ihc communion Sunday l>cgan at ten. 
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then confession, and thirdly, absolution. After which it was 
directed that the "minister kneeling down at God's boord" 
shall say a collect of humble access to the holy communion, 
and "then the Presbyter standing up shall say the prayer of 
consecration." 

It is commonly supposed that the Presbyterian ritual always 
forbade kneeling at the Lord's Table. This is not exactly the 
case. The Presbyterians set their faces against communicants 
receiving the elements kneeling, but Presbyterian ministers 
sometimes knelt in prayer at the table. Spalding writes, that 
ill 1643, after Episcopal ritual had been fairly suppressed, the 
minister at Old Aberdeen, on the day of communion, "when 
the first table was full of people, said anc prayer upon his 
knies, the people at the table pairt sitting, pairt kneeling. 
There-efter, and efter sum schort exhortation, he gave the 
communion to the people all sitting at that table." Both 
minister and part of the people therefore knelt in prayer at the 
table, but the people all received the elements sitting. 
Apparently Mr, Cant did not allow the people to kneel even at 
prayer, for in the same year, 1643, Spalding writes that the 
communion was given in New Aberdeen, " not efter the old 
fashion kneilling, bot sitting, nor the people suffered to pray 
when Mr. Andro Cant prayed, as thair custom wes befoir, bot 
al to be silent and dum." The tendency in the Scottish 
Church has been rather to magnify exhortation and to 
depreciate the importance of devotion in Church services, and 
consequently the fencing of the tables came, in the course of 
time, to be regarded as one of the chief parts of the communion 
service. In the hands of not a few zealous but indiscreet 
ministers this act degenerated into something very like a pro- 
fane farce. The different sins that disqualify people from par- 
taking worthily of the Lwrd's Supper were elaborately detailed, 
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and among these were specified by name the various forms of 
minced oaths and senseless interjections used in common 
parlance. 

It may be remarked here in connection with the fencinj* 
of the tables, and the debarring of unworthy persons from the 
communion, that one of the subjects most vehemently and 
lengthily discussed in the Westminster Assembly was the prin- 
ciple on which admission to the Lord's table should be regu- 
lated. In different churches different standards of requirement 
have been set up. The historical principle of the Church of 
Scotland has been that three things are required of those that 
seek access to communion privileges, first, "that they have a 
good measure of knowledge, and profess to believe the truth ; 
secondly, that in their life and conversation they be without 
scandal, and thirdly, that they be submissive to the dis- 
cipline of the Church." • To these three qualifications some 
Churches have added a fourth, and have required that all 
applicants for communion privileges publicly declare "such 
clear and certain signs of their regeneration " as will satisfy the 
minister and the elders, and sometimes the majority of the 
congregation, that they are true Christians born of God and 
sanctified by the holy spiritf What the English Parliament 
however, wished the Westminster Assembly to do was to enu- 
merate all the sins and shortcomings that justify the exclusion 
of a man from the Lord's table, and to make this list of scan- 
dalous offences in the hands of a magistrate the hard and fast 
rule of admission and rejection. The Assembly complied so 
far with this request as to draw out a long list of offences that 
would justly exclude a man from the enjoyment of communion 



* BaiUie't Dissuaiive, p. 23 
+ The Ptoiesieri held similsf 
Recorils, p. 645. SccLioo (t. 
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privileges. But there were two things that the Assembly would 
not do. They would never say that their list was complete, 
and they would never allow that the title of a man's admissa- 
bility to the Lord's tabic was to be judged by the civil magis- 
trate in accordance with the tenor of this list of offences.* The 
Parliamentarians said to the Divines — give us your advice as to 
what sins should exclude from the communion, and we will 
ratify your advice so far as it meets with our approval, and 
then leave it to the local magistrate to decide on communion 
claims as on any other matter of civil law. One member of 
Parliament, in advocating this erastian scheme, took on himself 
to say, "the civil magistrate is a church officer in every Christian 
commonwealth. In Scotland, the nobility and gentry live com- 
monly in the country, and so the clergy are moderated as by a 
scattered parliament." The divines, however, would not yield 
to the erastian demands of the statesmen, but maintained that 
the right to Judge of the fitness of persons to come to the sac- 
rament belongs to the officers of the Church. t "To these 
officers," they said, " the keys of the kingdom of heaven are 
committed, by virtue whereof they have power to shut that 
kingdom against the impenitent both by the word and cen- 



~ The catalogue u( deadly iim diawn up by ibe Westminster Assembly was vety 
letiglhy, and it included "drinking of healths." And apropos nF this it miiy be 
here staled thai in 1646 a list of enurmities and cotiuplions observed to be in the 
ministry with the remedies thereof, was drawn up in the General Assembly al the 
Church of Scotland. Among the enoimities specified in this list were ■'dissolute- 
ness in hair and shaking about the knees, tippling and bearing company in untimoui 
drinking in taverns and alehuuses." And among the remedies propounded were 
thai "care be had of godly conferences in Presbyteries even in time of their refresh. 
ment, and that ministers in all sorts of company labour to be fruitful, as the salt of 
the earth seasoning them they meet with, not unly forbearing to drink healths 
(Satan's snare leading lo excess) but reproving it in others." 

f "The Zurichers did by tbdt livtl law seclude from the sacrament villous or 
scandalous persons, and did conijiel ihe^ tn communicate who aeglecled it.'' 
Btodie'l Diary, p. 94. This wrs t 
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sures, and to open it untn penitent sinners by the minis- 
try- of the gospel and by absolution from censures as 
occasion shall require." In the end the divines carried 
their point, and the admission and exclusion of people 
to and from the communion have been ever since allowed 
to lie with Kirk Sessions, subject to the directions of 
the superior courts of the Church. And the terms of admission 
to the Lord's Table have not been always the same in the 
Church of Scotland. Three years after the adoption of the 
Westminster Directory, the General Assembly enacted that all 
persons must subscribe the Covenant before their first 
admission to the communion. Hence the argument of the 
Protesters, that defection from the Covenant excludes from the 
sacrament. It is stated in the Records of the Presbytery of 
Ayr, that in November, 1648, the attention of ministers was 
called to an Act of the Commission of the Kirk, which must 
have been even more stringent than the Act of Assembly of that 
year. This Act of Commission was entituled an " Act anent 
those who .suld be debarred from renewing of the Covenant 
and from the Lord's Supper." And the act seems to have been 
promptly and lovingly put into execution in Ayrshire, for, at u 
meeting of Presbytery soon after, the brethren reported the names 
of those whom ihey had so debarred. Of course in the year of 
the engagement at Mauchlinc Moor, it could not be .supposed 
that there would be in this Parish any outcasts from the 
covenant. Neither were there, and in this respect Mauchline 
was honourably distinguished from some other Parishes in 
Ayrshire. In the Revolution settlement of the Church, the 
covenants, it is well known, were ignored, and subscription of 
the covenant was never, after 1690, made in the Church of 
Scotland a condition of Christian communion," 



* The Freibylery of Ajr, in \t^f, aiitxti all subiciiptio: 
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Except during the times of Episcopacy, when a more 
imposing and ornate ritual was observed, it was always the 
cu-stom in the Scottish Church for communicants to receive 
the sacrament at the table, and in a sitting posture. At the 
Westminster Assembly there was no discussion about posture. 
Both Presbyterians and Independents held that the bread and 
wine should be received by the communicants sitting. The 
discussion between the two parties at Westminster was whether 
it was necessary or not for communicants to rise out of their 
scats and take their places at a table. But in earlier 
times there was a great controversy in Scotland about 
kneeling at the communion. In 1633 King Charles gave 
orders that in the Chapel Royal at Holyrood, which 
was in a manner his own private chapel, ali that received 
the blessed sacrament should receive it kneeling. The King 
gave warrant also that the Lords of Privy Council, the Lords 
of Session, the Members of the College of Justice, and other^ 
" be commanded to receive the holy communion* once eveiy 
year, at the least, in that our Chapel Royal, and kneeling for ex- 
. ample sake to the kingdom." What was ordered by the Kin^ to 
be done for example sake in the Chapel Royal, was of course done 
in many other places, t and in some places so much against the 

■nalignanls, 1o be dtttttd. Among olhet subscriplions deleted by the Presbjlery 
was ihnt of Lord Monlgomeiie. The Commission of Assembly, howerpr, lo whom 
ihe caic yisi referred, advised his subscription lo be received anew. 

* Bsillie, i., 413. 

t In 1619 also Ihe kneeling posture was enjoined, but to no patpose. "ThoM 
thai kneeled, says Culderwood. were of the poorer sort, and kneeled more fur aw 
nor for dcvnlion, or were memliers of the Secret Council or of the College of 
Justice. Cold and graceless were tbe communions, and few were the communi- 
c*nls,"Vol. VII., J59. John Livingstone stales that when he was at Glasgow 
Coli^e in 1619 or 1620, Law, the Bishop of Glasgow, urged alt the people at the 
communion to foil down and kneel. "' Some did so, but we (Livingstone and 
another student) sat still. Law came to us ami commanded us to kneel 0( depait. 
Somewhat I spoke lo him that there was no warrant for kneeling. He caiued tome 
(if ihe people about us lo ri=e, llj^' "'c might remo'-e- which we did," 
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other places the innovation was approved. Spalding states 
that when the communion was celebrated at Aberdeen by 
Mr. Cant in 1642 the elements were r;ceivcd by the communi- 
cants " sitting at the table bot not kiieilling a^ wes usit befoir, 
whereat sindrie people murmurit and grudgit but could not 
mend it." At the time when the communion was received 
by the people kneeling the elements were delivered by the 
minister personally to each communicant. This had a priestly 
look which some of the self-assertive Presbyterians of Scotland 
did not like. In 1620, therefore, the citizens of Edinburgh, on 
the morning of the communion, desired that communicants 
might be suffered to distribute the elements among themselves. 
That, said the ministers, is what we are not at liberty to allow. 
Then followed a scene which for irreverent humour and sacerdo- 
tal bewilderment could not easily be matched out of Scotland. 
The minister ■' gave the thesaurer a shaive of bread, and the 
thesaurer made it to serve other five that were next him. The 
minister, perceiving his own error, would have given each nf 
the five the clement of bread again, but they answered they 
were already served !" The objection to ministerial distribution, 
however, was not shared by every one in Scotland, and after 
people got accustomed to it some thought it the more excel- 



• Some people, sayi ihe author of the Alliance »/ Divint Offirti, ihink thai 
kneelinj; is too good for ihe MicrRmenl. " Mi^rable JDralutlion. Good tiod, how 
well mayst Ihou say to Ihese misled souls as Augustine lo him Ihal enlerlained him 
meanly, — " I did not think jrou and I had been »o familiar. Blesseil Jesus, wetl 
thou so gracious to us wretches as to leave and Wqufath us this mysler)' uf out 
eternal redemplion. and gieat charter of all thy bcnelils, and shall we dare to 

receive it in any other than the lowest and humblest posture 

The danger of reverting to Popish idolatry is altogether vain, but the danger of 
apostatising front Christ is very great, and no nay sooner occasioned than by a 
lidinB posture, il boing observed by the Popish church that the men who lapwd 
there into the Arian herexie were all such as addicted themselves to that posluie a[ 



Ihe communicm,' " page Z19. 
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lent way. In 1641 Spalding was horrified when, after seeing 
llic minister give the bread to one or two on each side, he saw 
" the bassein and breid lifted by ane elder, and ilk man tak his 
sacrament with his own hand. Not done as wes bcfoir," ex- 
claimed the simple citizen, " for the minister gave ilk person 
communicating the blessed sacrament out of his own hand, and 
to ilk person the coup.'" 

One of the graceless practices of the Independents, com- 
plained of by Baillie in 1644, was the " carrying of the elements 
to all in their seats athort the church." This was a practice that 
the Independents inherited from the Brownists. These were 
in the way of sending the elements from the pulpit by the hand 
of the deacon to all the congregation sitting up and down the 
church in their usual respective places. But Baillie's horror 
at the uncouth practice was mild compared with that of more 
ritualistic men. To him it seemed inorderly, to them it was 
worse. It was unchurchly, and contrary to the sacred usages of 
antiquity. " Certain it is." says our old author (of the Alliance 
of Divine Offices), "that the priest in primitive times did not 
run ambling with the elements up and down from man to man, 
but that the communicants came to him." The Service Book 
which Charles the First attempted to thrust on the Church in 
i^i/i directed that the communion should be received kneeling. 
The words of the rubric on this point are, — " The Bishop, if he 
be present, or else the Presbyter that celebrateth, shall first * 
receive the communion in both kinds himself, and next deliver 
it to other Bishops. Presbyters, and Deacons (if any be there 

* The old approved cuslooi amoDg Piesbylerians, as well ai EpucopalUoi, wu 
for the miniscn [o lake and eal of ihe bread himself liefore dislributing il lo olhen, 
and Id drink of the cup alui before he handed il (o the person next him. A minii. 
ter in ihe uiiith-east of .ScoUand tells me that ihe old cusiom ii still Ihe cooiiDoa 
practice in his district. It i& certainly founded on giiod Scriplural aulhorily, " He 
look the cap wktn At had mfftJ, saying," Ac. 
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present), that they may help him that cclcbrateth, and after to 
the people in due order, all humbly kneeling." In 1638, when 
the people of Scotland had risen up in a body, and by public 
voice had put down the Erastian Episcopacy of Charles and 
Laud, we find it gratefully and pathetically minuted by the 
Kirk Session of St. Andrews, that "the holie communion was 
celebrate with great solemnity iti the old fashion, sitting. My 
old Lady Marquess of Hamilton, my Lord Lindsay, and 
sundrie uthers Barons, ladyies, and gentlemen, strangers, being 
present thereat."* 

A question has been raised whether the present or rather 
the late practice of having a host of neighbouring ministers to 
assist at communions is of ancient standing. The minutes of 
the Kirk Session of Canongate shew that in 1566 the com- 
munion was administered according to the order, namely, once 
at four in the morning, and a second time at nine, that eleven 
hundred persons or thereby communicated, and that both of 
the services were given by the minister himself In later times, 
when tables multiplied, it continued common, some people say, 
for ministers to celebrate the communion without assistance. 

In support of this statement the instance has been adduced of 
old Carstairs, the father of the Principal, doing the whole work 
of a communion Sabbath himself, and addressing as many as 
fifteen tables. That, however, was a very special occasion, and 
was no illustration of common practice. The story is told by 
Wodrow, and is to the effect that Carstairs, with some other 
preachers, was engaged to assist at the sacrament at Calder. 
The minister of Calder took unwell on the Sunday morning, and 
Carstairs was requested to take the minister's place and give 
the action sermon. This Carstairs did, and he likewise addressed 
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the first table ; and with so much power and unction did he 
speak, that the other preachers were overawed and could not 
be induced to undertake their parts in the service. The 
consequence was, that Carstairs had to serve all the tables ; 
" I know not, says Wodrow, whether ten, twelve, or sixteen," 
but the effort was at the time reckoned prodigious, and it was 
long before Carstairs recovered from the fatigue. It is certain 
that on the famous Monday after the communion at Mauchline 
in 1648, there were seven ministers at the political gathering* 
which Middleton dispersed. It may be presumed that these or 
most of these ministers were at Mauchline ostensibly for the 
purpose of assisting in the communion service, more especially 
as some hundreds of men all the way from Clydesdale had 
come to communicate before rising in rebellion. Not only 
therefore, were there crowds of people at communions as early 
as 1648 and many years earlier, but there were sometimes also 
_^reat bevies of ministers taking part in the services. On the 
other hand the tenor of several appointments by the Presbytery 
of Ayr in 1642 rather indicates that, while communions were 
then extended over several days, little or no ministerial help 
was usually required on the sacrament Sunday, 

The addresses at the table were by Act of Assembly, 1645, 
directed to be brief, but it is difficult to say what briif was un- 
derstood to be. In the newspaper account of an old centenarian, 
who died at Brechin last year, it is stated that in her youth 
(about the year 1800), sacramental services in small country 
Parishes like Dreghorn lasted from ten in the morning till five 
in the afternoon, and that there were a dozen or more tables 
served. According to that statement, the filling and serving of 
each table would occupy about twenty-five minutes, and as 



* Baillie, IlL, p, 48 and J3. 
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tables were sinall. the addresses before and after communioo' 
would average in length arout eight or ten minutes.* The words. 
of the Act, 1645, anent the addrc^^ing of tables (and that Act 
has not been superseded by any more recent enactment), 
are, that "there be no reading in the time of communicating, 
but the minister making a short exhortation at every table, 
there be silence thereafter during the time of the communicants' 
receiving, except only when the minister exprcsseth some few 
short sentences suitable to the present condition of the com- j 
municants.'' Bishop Sage complains of this act as a grievous 
innovation, both in respect of its prohibition of reading during- 
the time of communicating, and in respect of its institution of 
table addresses. " In the time of celebration," he says, " the 
Reformers had no exhortation at all, neither extempore nor ! 
premeditated. Hut the First Book of Discipline appointed thus 
— " during the action we think it necessary that some comfort- 
able places of Scripture be read. . . This,'" he adds, "con- 
tinued the custom of the whole Church for more than eighty 
years after the Reformation, u-ilhout any attempt to innovate 
till the often mentioned Assembly, 1645."! 

The records of this parish contain no entries that either serve, 
to illustrate or are explained by any of the old laws and cus- 
toms I have described, regarding the mode of administering 

* Monj of the tabic iil<lres!t« of both ihc scvcoieenlh and ei^hli 
that are In print, ar« tiiiel, in the mwlem sense nl the lerni, tome of them in<lee4 
very brief. Many of these a<)dtessu iixi, such as those of John Welsh of Irongray-. 
are printed as if the address 1>ef(jre and alter Krving the elemenli were 
unbroken discourw. The words of distribution Bp|)<-ii in the middle of 
address. In the volumes of lermons published by Mr. Uun of Auchinleck, in 1790 



there are one or two > imples of inblc addre 
word! of disinbuiinn, the foi lowing instmcliv 
custom of ministers 11 that dale: — "Here 1 
communicants may ilevole Ihemulves 10 G 



choose tu speak on, but don'l they rather disturb than a: 
t Sage'* Fundamental Charier, 365. 



printed in this form, and after 
nolc is added to shew the eomme^ 
pause for a considerable time 

Many minisleil 
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the cnmmuninn. The older records nf the parish f^cncrallysay 
little more about the communion than that it was adminis- 
tered on such and such a day. What amount of assistance 
the minister had is rarely if ever mentioned. But in a little 
memorandum book of a session clerk, which happens still to 
be in existence, there are several entries that show with what 
amount of oratorical parade the sacrament was administered in 
the beginning of the present century, and we may safely say 
during the greater part of last century.' In the year 1801 the 
sacramental fast was held on Thursday the 6th August, and on 
that day Mr. M'Clatchie (then a probationer, and afterwards 
minister of St. Giles, Edinburgh), preached forenoon and after- 
noon. On Saturday there were two preparation sermons 
preached, one in the forenoon by Mr. Moody of Riccarton, and 
one in the afternoon by Mr. Lawrie of Loudoun. On Sabbath, 
the day of communion, Mr. Reid, the minister of the parish, 
preached the action sermon and served the first table. The 
second table was addressed by Mr. Smith of Galston, the third 
by Mr. Lawrie, the fourth by Mr. Gordon of Sorn, the fifth by 
Mr. Ritchie of Tarbolton, the sixth by Mr. Moody and the 
.seventh by Mr. Smith, who preached the thanksgiving sermon 
in the evening. And all the while that these table services 
were going on sermons were being thundered from a tent in the 
churchyard to such as were not communicating. On the 
Monday the preaching was resumed, and sermons were preached 
in the forenoon and afternoon by Messrs. Ritchie and Gordon 
respectively. It will be seen that including the parish minister 
there were six ministers occupied in the communion service on 
Sabbath, and that besides a table address (and in the case of 



* Bums, in his account uf the Holf Fair, rcfeti 10 live differcol sErmoni preached 
in the tent hj Eve different nioiitcn, and xems 10 uy llut ihcM were not all. 
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some, a sermon in the tent), each had a sermon to deliva 
in the church on one or other of the preaching days. Whether 
in the time of Mr. Auld there was or was not a still greatef: 
number of ministers taking part in the communion service II 
am unable to say, but it is certain that in Mr. Auld's time 
there were more than twice as many tables as there were ii 
1801. 

The General Assembly never encouraged but rather dis* 
couraged the gathering of crowds from neighbouring Parisherf 
at communions, and the employment of a host of ministers 
assist in communion services. Bishop Sage would have 
considered a part of Presbyterian polity, that great crowds 
collected at communions, and he would have that polity coi 
sidered a grave scandal on the Presbyterian Church. A gri 
parade, he says, the Presbyterians must have at thtir coi 
munions. " Though there are but some scores, or at most bi 
some hundreds to communicate, yet the communion is ni 
sobmn enough, there's a cloud upon the minister's reputattoi 
something or other is wrong, if there are not some thousam 
of spectators." And he adds, "who knows not that hundre( 
generally strangers to one another, who have no sense of, m 
concern for. no care about serious religion may meet on sucW 
occasions for novelty, for curiosity, for intrigues not to 
named, for a thousand such sinister ends." These remarkal 
words were written by a bishop of the Scotch Episcopal Chun 
ninety years before the famous satire of Burns was compost 
and yet they bear the same testimony as Burns did to 
abuses of communions. But before blaming the Church, 
the Bishop does, for encouraging communion crowds, we mi 
enquire a little into the facts of the case. The time wh< 
communion crowds began was during the establishment 
Rpiscopacy, before 1638. The communion was then 
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many places in a ritualistic way which the people disliked, and 
the malcontents made a practice of going at communion seasons 
to other Parishes where the ordinance was administered in a 
plain manner which was more to their mind. The Episcopalians, 
therefore, by their high-handed procedure, were the persons 
mainly responsible for the introduction of communion crowds. 
They forced people to have intcr-communion out of their 
own Parishes.' What began under Episcopacy in 1619 was, 
it may be admitted, carried much farther under Presbytcrj- 
in 1651, when the great split took place in the Church, and 
Protesters would have no intercourse with Resolutioners.t 
The Protesters gathered from far and near to their own 
communions, as if these solemnities were meant for demonstra- 
tion. And so also in the times of the persecution, birds of a 
feather flocked together. The true blues mustered in full 
force at hillside communions. There was a spiritual exhilaration 
too, if not a spiritual benefit of more lasting kind derived from 
these great confluences. They accordingly became popular, 
and tended as time went on to increase. Hut the Church came 
to see very early that there were great evils as well as some, or 
perhaps much, good in the system, and she did what she could 
to repress these evils and introduce a more excellent way. 
She can hardly be said, therefore, to have been responsible, 
however much so homc of her ministers may have been, for the 
state of matters that Sage denounced and Burns ridiculed. 
In 1701, a little after the time when Sage wrote, the General 
Assembly passed an Act recommending Presbyteries to take 
care that the number of ministers serving at communions 



* In 1634 B Royal Ftoclamalion was issued foibidding Ihii practice. Chatnbeis' 
Domeslit Annals. 

+ In Cilslon Records it is minulcd that in 1673 "several hunders of tirkeli ai 
distribute MDODS sliangers with tufficitot InlimaDiAls ftom KVetal placts." 
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" be restricted, so that neighbouring cliurches be not thereby 
cast desolate on the Lord's day." In 1724 the Assembly 
further enjoined Presbyteries and Kirk Sessions "to endeavour 
to reform disorders that sometimes talce place at the celebration 
of the Lord's Supper"; and for this end the Assembly ordered 
" Presbyteries to take care that on the Lord's Day, upon 
which the sacrament is to be administered in any Con- 
gregation, the neighbouring Congregations be supplied with 
sermon;" and likewise ordered "ministers on the prepara- 
tion day to give public warning that such as are guilty 
of disorder shall be censured according to the degree of the 
offence." Wodrow, who was minister at Eastwood, near 
Glasgow, writes in regard to his own communions about 1729 
or 1730, — "We have many irregularities in the celebration of 
that holy ordinance that cannot yet be rectified, at least, not 
soon, especially here. I lie in the neighbourhood of the cit>- 
of Glasgow, and we have confluences and multitudes. Perhaps 
I may have about 300 of my own charge who are allowed to 
partake, and yet we will have a thousand, sometimes eleven or 
twelve hundred at our tables. I am obliged to preach in the fields 
a Sabbath or more sometimes, before our sacrament, and a 
Sabbath after it. We must bear what we cannot help, and 
amidst our irregularities we want not a mixture of good tokens." 
This was the way in which good and godly ministers, so far 
back as 1729, lamented the confluences that took place at 
communions. As the communions in Mauchline Parish a hun- 
dred years ago have unfortunately acquired an immortal 
notoriety, and will for ever, by the readers of Scottish literature, 
be associated with grave scandals,* either real or fictitious, some 



• lo a Dole lo one of hi» primed sermons (1790), Mr. Dun of Auchinleck com- 
plains of the way in which the solemnitiei of the great communions in ScoUuid 
wete cAticaiuied laA miireprncnicil by ho^lile critics. The following ig wh>l ba 



people will naturally be curious to know whether any disorders 
at these communions are noticed in the Session Records, and 
whether any censures for such disorders were ever Inflicted. I 
am happy to say that there are not many such cases on record 
in the Session books, but 1 would suppose that if cases of drun- 
kenness and other sins occurred at the communion the parties 
guilty of such misconduct would generally not be parishioners, 
but strangers, who had come, as Bishop Sage says, for novelty, 
curiosity, and intrigues. There are, however, one or two 
cases of communion scandal recorded in the Session 
minutes. In 1774, a villager was reported to have been 
seen the worse of drink on the night of the Monday after 
the communion, and in his drunkenness to have committed 
outrages that alarmed sundry respectable families. In 1775 

three men minuted as "belonging to parish,"' which 

implies that it was not Mauchline parish, were reported 
to the Session as having been guilty of a riot on the 
night of the Monday of the sacrament. In 1780 a case 
came before the Session, of which it is needless to say more 
than that it is minuted "the confession answered to the 
Monday of the sacrament," the date at which the guilt 
was alleged to have been contracted. In the same year it is 
recorded that the Session were informed that a certain parish- 



uji about Burnt, — "A lale auihoi, indeed, whs has BbuEe<) his God and his 
King, has riiliculed ihc communion in ihe Pariah where he lived, under Ihe 
larcasm d( a holy fair. He pretends lo be only a plou);hnian, though he niiies 
Lnlin with his mixture of English and Scoltinh, and ii not like ' tbrether Dick who 
kept at flail.'" Mr. Llun did not stick lo hia own Sail either. Tor immediately 
under thh Dale — in a volume nf sennons be it temetiibereu — he enteis the lists 
ngaiiisl Bums in Ihe field of poeity, and prints u squib <j| his own under the title of 
"The Ddl's address lo hii veira freen, Robin Burns." The Rev. Hamilton 
1'anl, who also, like Mr, Dun, was a Parisli minisier, calls Ihe Holy Fair a 
ddidhtful i.iilit, nnd siys that 11 touioitis "not a Biogle sncii nl iht -i.lemmiy 
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ioncr. whose name is given, was seen the worse of drink on the 
Monday of the sacrament, in both of the years 1779 and 1780, 
notwithstanding that he had been a communicant in both years. 
These arc all the cases of disorder and scandal at com- 
munion times that I have found in the Parish records, 
and although it is to be lamented that there should have 
been two or three persons in one year that so far foi^ot 
themselves at a season of special solemnity, as to merit 
censure, it may yet be said, what are these among so many 
as the crowd comprised. It must be admitted, however. 
that there were scenes at these great communions that although 
unrecorded in Session Records were a scandal to religion. An 
old parishioner, who still lives amongst us, tells me that he re- 
members having seen at the Craigie sacrament a band of Kil- 
marnock "lads"* passing from the public house through tlie 
churchyard when the solemnities were proceeding, and pitching 
with drunken Jeers the remains of their luncheon at the 
preacher in the tent. Many similar or even worse stories about 
these old communions could doubtless also be gathered from 
equally good authority. And yet there was a wonderful 
solemnity and refreshing from the Lord about these vast 
gatherings. People that came to them with a desire to be 
benefited seldom went away disappointed. They were worked 
up to a higher state of feeling than usual, and that elevation of 
spirit was a substantial boon to them. But the system was 
too open to gross abuse for any one to lament its dis- 
continuance. 

Notwithstanding all that the Church in her General Assem- 
blies said, crowds did repair to communions from other parishes. 
Even Acts of Assembly, if they did not give an implied sanc- 



* "SMcho U'jUlei Uds blackgiuiains (at Kiliuarnoek. — Holy Fki:. 
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tion to such promiscuous gatherings, at least made provision 
for their spiritual entertainment In the Act 1645, so often re- 
ferred to. it is said that " when the parochiners are so numerous 
that their parish kirk* cannot contain them the brother who 
assists the minister of the paroch may be ready if need be to 
give a word of exhortation in some convenient place, appointed 
for that purpose, to those of the paroch who that day are not 
to communicate, which must not be begun until the sermon 
delivered in the kirk be concluded." It was assumed in this 
act that at communions the minister would have a brother 
assisting him. It might have been presumed, therefore, that a 
neighbouring congregation would be left without a service at 
home. It was anticipated that there might be more people 
present than the church could hold, and arrangements were 
made for giving an out-door service to such as could not find 
accommodation inside the church. Besides a church, there- 
fore, every parish required a tent This tent was not like 
the so-called gospel tent which some zealous brethren are in the 
way of pitching in benighted districts now-a-days. It was not 
a tabernacle of canvas for sheltering the worshippers, but a 
moveable pulpit made of wood for the preacher to stand in. 
From an early period there was such a tent in Mauchline. How 
early the records do not indicate, but it wassoearly that in 1770 
the tent had fallen to pieces with age, and its "remains." so 
says the minute of Session, were ordered to be rouped as soon 
as convenient Whether a new tent was procured in 1770 is not 
said, but if one was procured then, it must have been like the 



* This WHS not uncommon. Tor churches were as a rule veiy smaEI, and the niim- 
bet of comiDuaicams bore a laige prupurlion 10 ihe entiie population. It ii slaled 
in the locords of the I'reshytery of Ayr that in 1641 the numbei of communicant* 
in the parish of Ochilliec was laoo, that Ihe number in Cumnock wa* 1600, and 
■hai " the kiik cuinol coQtjtin the h^ill <il ibe 
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Publican's Psalm-book, "ill bund," for in 1786 the Session 
again agreed that another tent should be got ready against the 
following summer. 

Some idea of the size of the crowds that came to the 
communions at Mauchline may be gathered from the number 
of persons that are said to have sat down at the table at 
different dates. We have no account of the numbers that 
communicated at any one time during the ministry of either 
Mr. Vcitch or Mr. Maitland, but from the year 1750 downwards, 
the number communicating at each sacrament is pretty 
regularly given. And that we may see what proportion the 
number communicating bore to the population of the Parish, 
I may state here that the earliest census on which much 
reliance can be placed, was taken in the year 1791. In that 
year the population of Mauchline was 1800. In the year 1755, 
a census that, more strictly speaking, was only an estimate of 
the population of the country, was drawn up by the Rev. Dr 
Webster of Edinburgh. According to Dr. Webster, the popula- 
tion of Mauchline in 1755 was only 1 169, This number may 
confidently be put down as an under statement, but we have 
no known data for correcting it Now in 1750 the number of 
persons that communicated at Mauchline sacrament was 578, 
and ten years later it was about the same. In 1 77 1 the number 
rose to 850, in 1773 to iocx>, in 1779 to new, in 1780 
to 1300, and in the years 1786 and 17S8 the number 
was the highest on record, 1400.' Mr. Auld died 
in 179 1, and the first notice wc have of the number 
of communicants at a sacrament after his death was 
in 1793, and in that year the number had dwindled to 7CX3, 
while in the following year it dwindled still further to 600. In 
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1805 the number went down to 500, and at that figure it 
continued a good many years, but in 1819 it declined to 40a 
By that date customs had changed, and the better way h»d 
come in, or was coming in, of people contenting themselves 
with their own parochial ministrations. 

It may be asked how many tables did there use to be at the 
communions in Mauchline. It happens to be recorded that in 
1752 there were "nine tables, wanting five or six persons at the 
last." In the year 1777, it is stated more expressly in the 
minutes, that there were " twelve tables and a few, amounting 
to about 1000." According to this statement, each table 
would hold about 80 persons. Suppose then that 80 was the 
number of communicants that each table held in 17S8, when 
there were 1400 communicants, there must that year have been 
i8 table services. Anil I may mention that one of the old 
stories I have heard of the Mauchline communions is that on 
one occasion a boy, whom 1 remember as an old man, was 
present at the sacrament, and heard the beadle call to 
the preacher in the tent to "fire away, for the 17th table 
was filling, and there was no end to the work." Bishop Burnet 
says that in the days of the Protesters, communion services 
sometimes lasted twelve hours. It is difficult to see how the 
services at the Mauchline communions, in the latter days of 
Mr. Auld's ministry, could have been concluded in less than 
nine hours, and if table addresses were as prolix then as 
they were fifty years later, it may have taken an hour or two 
longer to get over the work. Wodrow states that at com- 
munions in his day it was sometimes late in the evening when 
the service ended. 

I have just to add that the date of the communion — the 
month, and week of the month, in which the communion v 
celebrated — in this parish, has been frequently changed. It 
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rests with Kirk Sessions to appoint the ministration of the sac- 
rament at whatever date they think convenient In 1674 ^^ 
communion was held on the 12th July, in 1691 on the 9th 
August, in 1 680 on the 17th October, in i/oGon the second Sab- 
bath of June, in 1751 on the 30th October, in 1786 on the 13th 
August For a long time the communion continued to be held 
on the second Sunday of August, but in 1812 it was changed 
to the third Sabbath of June, and a few years later to the fourth 
Sabbath of June. 

In the year 171 1 the General Assembly "considering that in 
some places the sacrament of the Lord's Supper is administered 
only in the summer season, wherethrough people are deprived 
of the benefit of that holy ordinance during the rest of the year, 
did therefore recommend to Presbyteries to do what they could 
to get it so ordered that the Lord's Supper might be adminis- 
tered in their bounds through the several months of the year." 
Two years previously there had been discussed in the Presbytery 
of Ayr an overture to the same effect, with a recommendation 
that parishes having " clachans or touns at or near their church 
should have the communion in the winter season." In 1724 
a scheme was drawn up by the Piesbytery, appointing the 
sacrament to be administered at Ayr and Mauchline in 
January ; at Monkton, Dalrymple, and Stair In April ; at Dailly, 
Auchinleck, Coylton, and Craigie, in May ; at Barr, Dalmclling- 
ton. Riccarton, Ochiltree and Tarbolton, in June ; at Galston, 
Straiten, New Cumnock and Muirkirk in July ; at Kirkmichael, 
Dalgain, Dundonald and Kirkoswald, in August ; at Maybolc 
and Symington, in October; and at Cumnock, Girvan and St. 
Evox, in November. In 1727 all the members of Presbytery re- 
ported that they had celebrated the sacrament at or about the 
time appointed, except Mr. Reid, ofSt. Evox, "who told he was 
desirous, but that his Session would not concur with him because 
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they judged it very inconvenient to the people." The Records 
of Presbytery state that Mr. Reid was excused, and his Session 
were to be dealt with to comply with the Presbytery's appoint- 
ment. But it is evident that the Presbytery's scheme was not 
adhered to for any length of time. Parochial convenience had 
more sway than Presbyterial orders. The first notice of a sac- 
rament in Mauchline that I have observed in our Session 
Records subsequent to 1724 is in the register of 1735, and the 
sacrament that latter year was administered in October, as it 
was also at Tarbolton, whereas the Mauchline communion 
should have been held in January, and the Tarbolton com- 
munion in June. 
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CHURCH DISCIPLINE IN OLDEN TIMES. 



iMtitution or Kiik-Sesiions — CRldcrwood'i opinion— A Sesiion in Mauchline m 
afler Reforms 1 ion —CoDSliln lion of Kirk-Sessioos — The Moderalot— Elder 
Their Election and Otdinitiun — Subscription of Confession of Faith — 
tioni ot Kirk Seisions — Discipline— Monk's views and Dt, Hill's statem 
Complaints against Sessions Tot ovcr'rigidness — Sessional inquiries : he 
sliluled — All rumours reported — Libellers and consignations — Special diau 
lor elders— Perambulations— Tcstimoninl 5— Evidence taken— Oath of I'm 
tion — Session's watchfulness over their own Members — Privy i 
bylerial vi 



Before proceeding to describe the way in which Kirk Sessioi 
in former times exercised their functions, it will be proper t 
state a few particulars regarding their institution and constitu 
tion. 

The question, when were Kirk Sessions instituted as courts " 
in the Church of Scotland, is one that has received different 
answers from different writers. It is quite certain that from 
the date of the Reformation there were in most parishes what 
might be termed ecclesiastical boards, which consisted of the 
minister and a number of elders, and that these ecclesiastical 
boards were to all practical intents and purposes Kirk Sessions, 
and were so designated. In the very year of the Reformation, 
John Knox and others drew up a form of ecclesiastical policy 
for Parliament to establish ; and in this form of policy, which 
is commonly called the First Book of Discipline, elders are re- 
ferred to as office-bearers in the Church, and it is said that 
their office is " to assist the ministers in all publicke affairs of 
the Kirk." Then in 1592, when the Presbyterian government 
was established in the Church by Act of Parliament, Kirk 



Church Discipline in Olden Times. 



183 



Sessions were invested by the civil power with certain privileges 
and authorities. The words of the Act are, " Anent particulare 
kirkis. Gif they be lauchfully rewlit be sufRcicnte ministeris and 
sessioun, they haif power and jurisdiction in their awin congre- 
gation in materis ecclesiasticall." And that this really meant 
that Kirk Sessions were to be regarded as separate Church 
courts, is made evident by the tenor of the Act 1690, for 
settling Presbyterian Church government anew, after it had 
been twice over subverted by Prelacy. In this Act of 1690 the 
government of the Church, as ratified and established in the 
former Act of 1592, is expressly declared to be "by Kirk 
Sessions, Presbyteries, Provincial Synods, and General Assem- 
blies." 

But a strange incident occurred at the Westminster Assembly 
in the end of 1643, or the beginning of 1644. The Scots Com- 
missioners at that Assembly drew up a paper wherein they 
" asserted a congregationall eldership for governing the private 
affairs of the congregation." Such an eldership they evidently 
supposed, and never imagined that any one could doubt the 
fact, was part of the established order in the Church of Scot- 
land. They maintained also that it was founded on Scripture. 
But when Calderwood the historian, who was reckoned a great 
authority on questions in ecclesiastical law, although a cranky 
man, and singular in many of his opinions, heard of this 
Act of the Commissioners, he wrote them a letter, in which he 
sharply censured their conduct " Our books of discipline," he 
said, "admit of no Presbyterie or Eldership but one ;" and an 
acknowledgment of Congregational Eldership, he added, will 
be a great step towards Independency or Congregationalism, 
as opposed to Presbyterian ism." Baillie, who records this in- 

* [I ii very itrai^e that Cnldcrwood, in his own hisloc;, ahould speak of the 
Sftim m conasiorje of ih; Kiik of Sdinburfih. And this he doea in quoting lh« 
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cident, states that Henderson felt the force of Caldcrwood's 
criticism, and that all the Commissioners at Westminster were 
in a peck of troubles about it. On the ground of this letter of 
Calderwood's, some subsequent historians maintain that it is 
uncertain whether Kirk Sessions in the Church ol Scotland 
were originally distinct and constituted courts, or only com- 
mittees of Presbyteries, 

Calderwood's opinion is very strange in many ways. It is at 
variance with the terms of the Act of Parliament 1592. and it 
was at variance with the commonly received opinion in the 
Church at the date of his writing. But it is particularly strange 
in this respect, that only three years before he wrote his letter 
the Parliament of Scotland had passed an Act ratifying all the 
conclusions of thefpmous Assembly of 1639 — granting, in short, 
to the Covenanters of that period every thing they desired — and 
in that Act it was expressly provided th!.t not only should 
General Assemblies be kept yearly, but " also that Kirk 
Sessions ... be constitute and observed according 
to the order of this kirkc." This was an Act passed with the 
view of satisfying the Covenanters in every point, and yet 
Calderwood would fain have made the Covenanters quarrel 
with it. 

The probable explanation of Calderwood's argument is this. 
Just as the Covenanters of 1658 maintained that the Rook of 
Canons and Service Book thrust on the Church by the 
King and his Council were not lawfully imposed, because 
they were imposed without the consent, approval, or antece- 
dent judgment of the Church, so in the Acts of Parliament 



temu or an appointment moile by the General Assembly in 1562. — Vol. II., S07, 
In 1573 John Row wnt complaine'l oF lu the Assembly for solemnising s band of 
milfiiiiony irrri^lnrly. tind he repticrl llmt " he did nothing but (vrithoul) the com- 
mand ul the ietmH t>/ kh Kirk and my Lord Rulhven, n special eldet of the slid 
kirk." [look ofVnivcn*! KJtk, 134. 
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establishing Presbytery, nothing was to be held as part 
of the Church's constitution, if it had not been previously 
declared so by the Church herself. The measure of the 
Church's liberty might be defined by Act of Parliament, and 
people might, in matters indifferent, comply with ordinances 
they did not wholly approve ; but the constitution of the 
Church was to be ascertained from the acts and declarations of 
her own Assemblies, and from these alone. Caldcrwood 
therefore, I suppose, argued, that if you want to find out the 
Church's doctrine in regard to questions of discipline and 
government, you must look neither at the terms of Acts of Parlia- 
ment which she submits to as the best she can get, nor at her cus- 
tom and practice based on laws she had no hand in making, but at 
the words of her own authorised documents. And in the book 
of policy known as the Second Book of Discipline, which was 
not only drawn up, as Knox's book was, by a few indi- 
viduals, but was passed by the General Assembly, there are, 
as Caldenvood states, only four recognised courts in the 
Church ; and although the fundamental court is so vaguely 
defined that it looks nearly as like a Kirk Session as a Presby- 
tery, it was, nevertheless, in respect of its functions, a Presby- 
f and not a Kirk Session. But as was said before, Kirk 
as were, notwithstanding Calderwood's opinion, popu- 
► considered from the earliest times, and were in 1592 
Rared by Act of Parliament to be courts of the Church.* 
But something more may be gathered from Calderwood's 
letter. That letter shows unmLstakeably that the Covenanters, 

*Tbe S«coiid Book of Discipline seenii la txj thai the office-beaieiE of a single 
Idik or ccn^rcgatioQ may be coDsliluled s paiticnloi eldership 01 sepaiatc presbjr- 
terj, bat Ihal, u a rule, there shuutd be («>erai kickl inclnded in a Presbyleiy. 
The Act of Pailiaroent 1592, on the olhei hand, teenu to gine coDgii^alional 
jurisdiclion 10 pitlicular kirks juithin Presbyteries, when ihcsc ki(ks are lawfully 
ruleO by cninisicts and Sessions. Regarding erection of Ptcsbyiciies see Appendix A. 
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from 1638 to 1651, were not very anxious about the exten- 
sion of popular rights and privileges in the Church. They 

were zealous against Erastianism and Episcopacy. — they 
impugned the authority in the Church of Kings and Parlia- 
ments, Bishops and Lay Patrons,— but it was not with the 
view of setting the Church on a popular basis. They wanted 
all ecclesiastical power conferred not on the Church mem- 
bers, but on the Church officers. They were furious in 
their invectives against Popery, but their ecclesiastical polity 
was to a large extent founded upon the Popish system. 
With them Presbyter was Priest writ large, and Calder- 
wood feared that enormous evils — all the evils of Congre- 
gationalism — would result from the institution of Kirk 
Sessions as Parochial Courts of the Church. The West- 
minster Assembly did not concur in Calderwood's views. 
The conclusion to which it came was that " for officers in 
a single congregation, there ought to be one at the least 
both to labour in the word and doctrine and to pile ; it is 
requisite also that there should be others to join in the 
government : and that these officers are to meet together at 
convenient and set times for the well ordering of the affairs 
of the congregation, each according to his office." 

The Records of the General Assembly shew that from a 
date close to the Reformation there were Elders as well as 
a Minister at Mauchline. In 1567 "the minister and ane 
part of the eiders of the Kirk of MachUn" gave in a com- 
plaint to the General Assembly, This complaint, which is 
interesting as an illustration of the state of ecclesiastical 
law at the time, set forth that whereas "the brethren of the 
Kirk of Machlin had be the just law of God pronounced 
the sentence of excommunication against John Spottswood 
of Fouldc (or Fowler), sometymc an elder of the said KJrk, 
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for the horrible crime of adultery committed be him. Not- 
theless Sir William Hamilton of Sanquhair, Knight, now 
ane elder of the said Kirk, plainly maintaineth the said 
John in his house, to the great sclander and offence of God 
his law." The outcome of this complaint was that the Assem- 
bly " ordained ane letter to be sent to the said Sir William," 
requiring him in the name of the eternal God, and as he looked 
to reign with Jesus Christ for ever, to remove from his society 
that wicked person, John Spottiswoode, otherwise the censures 
of the kirk would be used "alsweel against the maintainer as 
the committer of manifest crymes." 

With these remarks on the institution of Kirk Sessions in the 
Church of Scotland, I pass on now to speak of the constitution 
of Kirk Sessions long ago. At present Kirk Sessions are com- 
posed of a minister and a quorum of ruling elders. 

There must be a minister present at all meetings of Kirk 
Sessions. This minister (if there be only one present) acts as 
moderator, and both opens and closes the meeting with prayer. 
If at any alleged meeting of Kirk Session the minister, or an 
authorised ministerial substitute, did not preside, the alleged 
meeting would be declared no meeting, and all its acts would 
be pronounced null and void. It would seem, however, that 
this rule about a minister's sitting as moderator in all meetings 
of Kirk Session, was not in the first period of the Church of 
Scotland's history universally observed. Wodrow states with 
surprise that on looking over the Session Records of Ayr he 
found that in Mr. Welsh's time, when the minister was absent, 
an elder, and particularly one called MacKerretl, was desig- 
nated moderator." In reality there was not cause for very great 



* There was nothing un preceded led in this matter which to suipnsed Wodiow. 
The like occuircd at later pcriodi. On the 8lb Much, 1656^ the KJik Session 
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surprise at this circumstance. Although, as the Act ol 
Assembly 1638 implies, it was the ancient and well understood 

practice in the Church for ministers to moderate their Sessions, 
yet all that is said on the subject in the Westminster Form of 
Church Government, approved by the General Assembly in 
1645, is that " it is most expedient that in these meetings (of 
Kirk Session) one whose office is to labour in the word and 
doctrine do moderate in their proceedings." It is not said to 
be requisite, but only expedient, that a minister should preside 
at meetings of Kirk Session. In the year 1600 a schoolmaster 
was elected moderator, and sat as moderator of the Presbytery 
of Glasgow ; and it is well known that Geoi^e Buchanan, the 
famous scholar, who was neither a pastor nor doctor, once sat 
as moderator in the General Assembly." In the Records of 
Mauchline Kirk Session there is no minute to show that any 
meeting of Session was ever formally constituted with prayer 
by an elder ; but there are several minutes of Session so worded 
as to lead one to think that the elders occasionally met as a 
Session in the minister's absence, and transacted pieces of 
business that did not involve a judicial deliverance. 

The Kirk Session is made up chiefly of " such as are com- 



or Aberdeen minuted that "id respect of Mi. AndroCont, Moderaloc, bis loogmck- 
ncss and inliimily, Ihcy did appoint George Meldrurn, one of their number, Mctdei- 
(itcrt, till it should please Cod lo enable the said Mr. Andro to moderate himself." 
And this Geoi^e Meldtum wu not the person of that name obo was at that time a 
regent in the University, and shortly afterwards one of the Ministers ol Aberdeen ( 
for on the Session's election of this regent Meldrum, in December, (658, to be one 
of the city ministers, " George Meldrum, one ol their number (was oppointed) lo 
ncquajni the said Mi. Geoi^e with the said call, etc." 

■Originally there was no Moderator in even the General Assembly, The first 
appointment of Modeialoiin the Assembly was in 1563, and the minute of A&semblj 
on the subject was as follows,—" It was proposed be the haill AsBeinblie that ane 
Moderator should be appointed for avoiding confusion in reasoning, but that evcty 
bfoihct ihould speak in his own loome." 
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monly callit elders."* But the word elder needs to be ex- 
plained. In the Church of Scotland elders and presbyters 
mean the same thing, t Elder is just the English word for 
presbyter, and presbyter is the Greek word for elder. A 
Presbyterian Church accordingly means a Church that is 
governed exclusively by presbyters or elders, and in which 
there is no prelacy or prelation or precedence of one presby- 
ter over another of the same kind. All the courts of the 
Church might with perfect propriety be called either 
Presbyteries or Elderships. The General Assembly might 
be called the general or "hail! " Presbytery of the Church, the 
Synods might be called Provincial Presb>'teries. Presbyteries 



* This phiase U of very old ilauding. It occurs in a list of articles read ami 
ullowcd by the Aisenibly as meet to be proponed in Ihe year 158a. A phrase very 
like it occurs also in Ihe Westminster Foim of Church Gove 
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t II is onir fail lo say thai while this statement undoubtedly represents what was 
the d'lcliine ol the Church of Scotland legarding elders and pte«bylers al one 
period, it is declared by same eminent authorilJes to be not Ihe Church's doctrine 
now. PtiDdpsI Campbell says, " \Vc lejecl the theoty that the lay rulers o( lie 
Chuich are in the proper sense presbyters or elders." He adds that in the West- 
uiinslet Assembly a proposition was brouEhl forward that "there be o'Htei prtikyitts 
who especially apply themselves to ruling, etc.," lial that the Grand Committee ex- 
cluded the word presbylcri, and even the word eldcrt, and said, "lemi Mitrs 
ttiiJii ministers." Ileuyi Further that when the questicFn about namine church 
governor! came up for decision in the Assembly, " whether lo call them ruling 
elders or 00," it was al last determined )o adopt the phraw ** such as in the Re- 
fotnied Churches are commonly caltcl elders." This proposition did not satisfy 
Gillespie, the chief exponent of the views of the Church of Scotland, who moved, 
bat witboui success, that the Assembly itself call them ruling elders. It is 
plain tlial Gillespie's motion indicated the views that prevailed north ol the 
Tweed, and the adoption of the Wcslmiaster generalities does not imply repudia- 
tion ol the old hislorical doctrine of the Church. Dr. Sproll says, ' ' The Weslmin- 
stet A»emb1y definitely rejected what is called the presbyter theory of Ihe office, 
•nd legaidetl llieui <thc clilert) merely as laymen representing Ihe laity in the 
govcninem of the Church." Ihere it nut a wurd in the Westminster Form of 
Church govemtneni about the elders "r-i^«m.iHj; the laity." or about their elec- 
tion by Ihe laity as rciircienialivra. Their mode of appoinlmenl, ibeir ordination, 
ntid (heir usual designation, support the ptesliylei, and militale against the repie- 
sentaiivc theory. 
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used to be called sometimes the particular Elderships, and 
sometimes the classical Assemblies,* and Kirk Sessions might 
be called the Parochial Presbyteries : because, as has been 
said, each of these Courts is composed exclusively of Pres- 
byters, or, what is the same thing, of Elders.t But there 
are two kinds of Elders in the Church of Scotland. There 
are those that not only exercise authority and take part in 
government, but labour in word and doctrine. Tliese arc 
the Ministers or Pastors, and the Doctors of Divinity. The 
other class of Elders have no license to preach, or administer 
sacraments or solemnise marriages. Their office is simply to 
rule, and for that reason they are called ruling Elders. There 
is a common notion, however, that the ruling Elder is some 
specially important personage in the Kirk Session, — some 
one that in virtue of higher rank, special office, or command- 
ing influence, is exalted over the other Elders. This is not 
the case. All Elders are ruling Elders. Ministers, too, are 
ruling Elders, but they are something more. They are Elders 
that both rule and preach. And yet although these facts arc as 
plain as the Shorter Catechism to every person that has given 
the least attention to the constitution of the Church, they have 



* See Appendix A, 

f In Ihe General Assembly the proponion of rainisterE (o elders is as three to Iwo 
oi thereabouts. In Synods and Preshyieries Ihc number ol elders is nominally Ihe 
same, oi nearly the same as Ihe number of minlsten. But it was olhciwise once. 
In isSi the General As.<>eml)Iy declared Ihal "the numbei or such as are as^ocUt to 
Ihe Elderschip {Prcsbylery), for discipline and correction of minaers. that ate not 
Pastors nor llucluri, who travetleth not in the word, be not in eijual number with 
ulher* but fewer— the proportion as tbe necessity of the Elderschip craves " The 
some Assembly declared also that the attendance of ruling Elders at Prcsbytetiei 
was not to be very imperative. " Concerning such elders as verses not in the wotdi" 
the Assembly said, "ihnir resort to the Presbytrie shall be no farther slrailil hut «i 
the weigbtioesse and occasion, upon intimation and advertisement made be the 
Pastors and Doctors, shall require, at quhilk time they shall give their godly coo- 
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notahvaysbeen understood by Church officials. In therecords 
of this Parish the Elder appointed to represent the Session 
in the Presbytery and Synod is more than once designated 
the ruling elder. On the 21st Sept., 1691, for instance, 
it is minuted that " Kingincleugh is chosen by the Session 
to be ruling elder for half ane year ensuing," and on 
the lOth July, 1692, it is minuted that " the vote of the session 
this day appoints Bailochmylc to be ruling elder until the next 
Synod." And the use of this peculiar phraseology was not con- 
fined to the Kirk Session of MauchSine. In the Session 
Records of Rothesay it is stated that in 1658 one of the mem- 
bers of Session was " chosen ruling elder for the next Presby- 
tery." Occasionally, too, one person was chosen by the 
Session of Rothesay to be ruling elder for the PrL:sbytery, and 
a different person to be ruling elder for the Synod.* 

At one period ruling elders were elected annually, and held 
their office for only one year. In the First Book of Discipline, 
compiled by Knox and others, it is said that the election of 
elders and deacons ought to be made every year " lest of long 
continuance of such officers men presume upon the liberty 
of the Kirk." But it is added that " it hurteth not that one 
be received in office more years than one, so that he be 
appointed yearly thereto by common and free election," In 
the Second Book of Discipline xvhich was agreed to by the 
General Assembly in 1578, very much under the guidance of 
Andrew Melville, "the eldership is declared to be a spiritual 
function as is the ministerie, and Eldars anis lawfully callit to 



* At one lime i< woi the practice at Calston for the Klik Session ti 
two or three of iheii numbet to keep the Presbytery by lumt. In 1639 no fewer 
than five members of the Galston Session were so a[ipointe(l commissioners, as (hey 
are termed in their minute of appoititnicnt, to the I'rcsbylery. Lockhart of Burt 
lot the 6xA two lunu, Cessnock for other two [ntm, and so on. 
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the office and having gifts of God meit to exercise the same 
may not leive it again." Since that date elders have, as a rule, 
held their office for life, or till deposition or resignation. But 
that rule has not been uniformly observed in Kirk Sessions. In 
1653 it was minuted by the Kirk Session of Fenwick that 
" the whole elders and deacons do resolve and voluntariiy con- 
descend to lay down their charges, and to submit per vices to 
be determined by the voices of the remanent eldership whether 
presently to take up the exercise of their office or to surcease 
from it" The elders then retired separately from the room, and 
a vote regarding their continuance in office was taken in their 
absence. Some were voted to continue, and others were 
politely informed that they might "surcease, and be eased of 
that burden for a while, according to their own desire." 

In old times the form of ordination of elders was very 
simple. In 1689 four elders were ordained in Mauchline 
Church, and the following is the minute of their ordination : — 
"Being all four present before the Session, and being spoken 
to by the Minister in presence of the Session, they did all 
of them accept of the said office, whereupon the Minister took 
their oaths for their faithfulness in the said office of t>eing 
elders and deacons in the said Parish, and so did admit and 
ordain them thereto." It is in like manner minuted in the Galston 
records for 1639, that certain persons whose names arc given, 
were "admittit and received elders before the Congregation, and 
sworne to be faithful and upright in their calling." Some- 
times, however, in these o!d days, the ordination service was 
conducted with considerable pomp and show of solemnity. 
In the printed records of the Kirk Session of Stirling, it will 
be found that in i6;8, — that is, in a time of Episcopacy — 
the officer was directed to warn the Elders against Sunday 
next to sit in the merchants loft, and there to hold up tlieu- 
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hands before tht congregation, in sign and token of fidelity 1 
in the office of the eldership for one year to come. The 
special engagement entered into by elders at their ordination 
two hundred years ago, it will thus be seen, was faithfulness 
in the exercise of their office, and possibly a return to that 
simplicity would be hailed by many good men at the present 
day as a movement in the right direction." 

In the year 1690 it was ordained by the General Assembly 
that "all eiders received into communion with us in Church 
government, be obliged to subscribe their approbation of the 
Confession of Faith . . , and that this be recommended 
to the diligence of the several Presbyteries." In 1700 this 
Act of Assembly was re-enacted with two important addi- 
tions : first, that both ministers and ruling elders put their 
signatures likewise to what is commonly known now as 
the Formula : and secondly, that they do so before next 
General Assembly. The Presbytery of Ayr were at great 
pains in 1701 to get the Confession of Faith signed by 
ministers and schoolmasters, but it was long after that date 
before much zeal was shewn in urging the subscription on 
Elders, In 1736 the Presbytery reported some progress in 
the matter, bjt the whole progress amounted to this: — that 



* In 15S1 the General Assembly approved ihe order used al Edinburgh as " anc 
general order of admUsione lo the office of Elden." Universal Kirk, p. Z50, 
arlide 10. This order or foTin is said lo have, "consisted of a short address, 
B prayer 10 be read, ending with the Lord's Prayer and the rehearsal of ihe Belief." 
Spalding writes, in 1644. ihat " upon Sunday the 11 lb Aug. oure elderis wes chosin 
in the ICirk of Sanct Maucher beroir the pulpiL Bat Mr. Vvilliani Stralhauchin, 
Minister, be himself and by fwithout) ihair knowledge, bad dtawin up ceruin 
articles in wreit quhitk he cauxit everie Elder to stand up and swear wiih his hand 
balden up, . . whiche Ihe Elders and dcaconii wondred at, neuer seeing the like 
befDir. Vit they war, man be man, sworne to the samen, suppose ai^aiost thair 
willes, and thai the minister and thay both knew ihay war unhabill to keip the for- 
t»id aitb. Vit suche wes tbe pryd of oure minister to ihrall menii consciencct cfter 
kU Ikntoiie." 
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the Kirk Sessions of Straiton and Ayr had signed the 
Confession, and most of the brethren had elicited from 
their Sessions a declaration of willingness to sign. It was 
nevertheless reported to the Presbytery in 1733 that there 
were still a good many Kirk Sessions that had not signed the 
Confession, and that this omission did not arise from 
inattention, but from scruples, is made plain by what occurs 
in the minutes of Presbytery the following year. It is there 
stated that the brethren who had not yet prevailed on their 
Sessions to sign the Confession of Faith, "reported that 
they are using diligence to gett it done, and that members of 
Session are perusing it in order to sign it with judgment" 
It may be mentioned, however, that at that date there 
was a great commotion over the whole kingdom about 
the subscription of creeds. There were numbers of people 
that on principle objected to sign any confession of faith, 
whether they concurred in its doctrines or not. Wodrow 
in his letters refers repeatedly, and with much distress, to this 
movement for " opposing Confessions and exalting reason 
under pretence of search after truth." In one letter he says 
there arc great divisions in England and Ireland on the 
subject, but he adds, with obvious gratefulness and salislaction, 
that subscription "being required by our reverend Parliament 
keeps us (in Scotland) free from these flames." And what 
Wodrow says about the slate of public feeling over the 
country in T725, and for years after, will probably explain 
how it happened that the Church Courts in Scotland 
were at that time so urgent in requiring from all office- 
bearers in the Church a subscription of the Formula, while 
at the same time so many Kirk Sessions were slow and 
reluctant to subscribe. 

The functions of Kirk Session-, were al one time much 
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more numerous than they are now. In the words of the 
First Book of Discipline, it fell to Kirk Sessions to take 
cognisance of all the public affairs of the Kirk within the 
bounds of their Parishes. They not only administered dis- 
cipline,— rebuked and censured, kept the keys of the church, 
admitted into membership and expelled from membership, — 
but they look charge of the poor, looked after education, 
and superintended arrangements for burial. In short they 
were, in a very wide sense of the words, the local authority in 
their respective Parishes. 

In this lecture, and in the next two lectures, I shall confine 
myself to the subject of Church discipline. 

As we all know, there have during diiferent periods been 
different forms of government in the Church of Scotland. 
Episcopacy and Presbytery have each been established twice 
over at least. The discipline of Episcopacy is understood 
to have diiTered considerably from that of Presbytery, but 
even under Presbytery itself discipline has undergone much 
change. 

A very memorable statement was once made by the 
celebrated General Monk in reference to Church govern- 
ment and Church discipline. This was in the spring of 
1660, when people were much concerned lest an attempt 
should be made to set up Episcopacy again in Scotland. 
General Monk, who was at the head of affairs in the king- 
dom, was sounded on the subject, and he wrote to his 
questioners that he considered Presbytery the best expedient 
for healing the bleeding divisions of these poor nations, "so 
it be moderate and tender." And the Presbyterian ism that has 
for long existed in Scotland has been " moderate and tender" 
both in profession and in practice. The accepted theory of 
Presbyterian discipline is nowhere better stated than in Dr. 
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Hill's view of the constitution of the Church of Scotland, which 
was published about the beginningof the present century, "In 
that temperate exercise of discipline which the general practice 
of the Church of Scotland recognises as congenial to her consti- 
tution, care is taken," says Dr. Hill, " to avoid every appearance 
of intermeddling officiously with those matters that fall under 
the cognisance of the civil magistrate: no solicitude is ever 
discovered to engage in the investigation of secret wickedness : 
counsel, private admonition, and reproof, are employed in their 
proper season, and the public censures of the Church are re- 
served for those scandalous sins which bring reproach upon 
religion, which give offence to the Christian society, and which 
cannot be overlooked without the danger of hardening the 
sinner, of emboldening others to follow his example, and of 
disturbing and grieving the minds of many worthy Christians." * 



* The following conltast betwecD Episcopal and Prcsbyteiial discipline will be 
found in Baillie's Distuuive, 164;, and may perhaps surprise some people wtin 
have been taught lo consider Fiesbyleiy as lyianny, and Epiicopacy as loving 
kindness. " Episcopal courts were never titled for Ihc reclaiming of minds, — their 
piisons, Iheif Rnes, their pillories, their nose -slit tings, Iheir ear-cuttings, their 
cheek- burnings, did but hold down the flame to break out in season wilh the greater 
rage. But the Reformed Presbytery dolh proceed in a spiritual method, cvidcnily 
titled for the gaining of hearts ; they go on with the offending parly with all respect 
and at w much leisure as can be wished, appointing first the Gllcst Pastors and 
Elders in the bounds to confer and instruct hitn in private : if this diligence do nut 
prevailc then they convent him before Ihc con&isloty of his congregation : there by 
admonitions, instructions, reproofs, and all the means appointed in the gospel, they 
deal with him in all gentleness, from weeks to months, from months ollen limes In 
years, before [hey come near to any censure, and if so it fall out that his insuperable 
obstinacy force them lo draw out the lerrrible sword, their proceeding here aUo is 
so exceeding leasurly and full ul sensible griel and love to the party, of fcilr and 
religion towards God, that it is n. singular raiily among them to see any heart so 
hard as not to be moUiSed and yeeld belore that stroke be given, Excommuni' 
cations are sc strange in all the Reformed Churches, that in a whole Province ■ 
man in all his tile will scarce be witness to one, and among ihera who are cut ulT 
by thai dreadful sword, very few do fall in the Slate's hand lo be troubled wilb any 
dvil inconvenience," psgei 7, S. The Acfs of Assembly, especially one In 164J. 
■nent using civil eicculU'n against excommunicate persons, shew that itie Church 
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But Ahilc this St .tcment expresses the doctrine on Church 
discipline that has been held by the Church of Scotland for 
many, many years, the discipline administered in the Church 
of Scotland in ancient times was not what most people would 
consider either tender or moderate. It is proper to remark, 
however, that people's notions of tenderness are constantly 
changing, and that in every age there have been men who have 
maintained that the discipline of the Church in their own day 
was tender enough. Robert Douglas, one of the Scots 
Worthies, and one of the worthiest of them all, could not brook 
the insinuation of Monk that the discipline of the Church of 
of Scotland had ever been over-rigid, and yet in Douglas's 
time censures of the severest character were frequently wit- 
nessed. And not only was the discipline of the Church at one 
period what woulc' be counted over-rigid by us in the latter 
part of the nineteenth century, but it was complained of for 
being so by. people who lived in the time of its rigour. Both 
Episcopalians and Latitudinarians have uttered loud and fierce 
denunciations of its severity. One Episcopalian author says, 
" Every parish had a tyrant who made the greatest lord in the 
district stoop to his authority. The kirk was the place where 
he kept his court, the pulpit his throne or tribunal from which 
he issued his terrible decrees, and twelve or fourteen sour. 
ignorant enthusiasts, under the name of elders, composed his 
council. If any, of what quality soever, had the assurance to 
disobey his orders, the dreadful sentence of excommunication 



was less milrl than Dailtie reptescnis her to have been. In ibc Assembly of 1O3S 
Heml«rsDn the Muderalor said, "Anent our cariailgc toward encocnmunicit pei- 
sones I Ihinke civill affairs may be done with Ihem, — a nalucall duclie done to 
Ihem, but civill dneties verie sparinglie." The iheoiy of the PresbyteTians, how- 
ever, was that spirilual courts should inflict nothing but spiritual ceniurei, and thai 
Magistrates nnly should inflict tines and im|>risonment. 
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was immediately thundered out against liim, his goods and 
chattels were confiscated and seized * and he himself being 
looked upon as actually in the possession of the Devil, and 
irretrievably doomed to eternal perdition, all that convened 
xvith him were in no better esteem." That, of course, is the 
language of a partisan, and must be largely discounted, but still 
it shows that Presbyterian church discipline was complained 
of for over- rigidity. A recently deceased historian, who, m an 
unfinished work, has left behind him a wonderful monument of 
his learning and philosophic genius, but who, unfortunately, 
wrote under the strong bias of irreligious prejudice, and with a 
bitterness and rancour which strangely belied his professions of 
ultra-liberalism, says, that "when the Scotch Kirk was at the 
height of its power, we may search history in vain for any in- 
stitution which can compete with it, except the Spanish 
Inquisition." And it may be added that in the letters of Burns 
the same word inquisition is rightly or wrongly applied to the 
Kirk Session of Mauchline Parish only a hundred years ago. 

It lies beyond the scope of this lecture cither to assail or 
defend oil institutions. My object is simply to tell what was 
done in old times, so that we may see what the character of 
these times was. It will not be out of place, however, to re- 
mark that, as a rule, institutions represent the spirit of the age 
in which they flourish, and as times change institutions change 
also. And there is no doubt of the fact that both two hundred 



n infeirecl civil penaliici, bill b; nn Act of PuIm* 
ment |>ass(:i| toon aflcr the Revoluiian. " nn civil penally sucli ns eschenl of mov- 
ables or i^Bpliati Julh now foilow on Ihe tentence, so thai ihe lilietly and estate of 
Church niembeTs are nnt eDdangercd liy il, nor Ats ihef dc|>ciicl upon churchmen." 
See Pxrdovan. One o\ Wyclirs (lemanLis wat that irnpritonmeat for excoiimiani- 
ealion should cease (Green). And BaiUie snys that even when eicotu in unica lion 
infcried ciril penalties, very few ciconin:iunicaled peisoni fell into the Stale's handl 
la be tn>ablad with civil in 
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years a p arnJ one hundred years a^'jn, the manners of people 
were much ruder than they are now. Certain virtues may 
have been more conspicuous than they are now, but there was 
also a much greater amount of coarseness prevalent. More 
rigid methods of discipline accordingly were needed to deal 
with the iniquities that abounded. Gentle admonition touches 
only gentle minds, and where there is a hard hide there needs 
to be a sharp censure. It must be remembered, too, that in 
olden times far less was done than is now, by the civil authori- 
ties, to restrain and prevent disorder. The Church, among 
other good offices, was expected to save the nation police rates. 
She had not only to shew men what is good, but she had to 
keep down the unruly, .ind to bring the thoughts of people's 
hearts into subjection to the laws of Christian duty. And 
whatever the Church may be or may do, whether she is tender 
or rigid, whether she punishes or passes over transgressions, 
she will always have enemies and detractors to speak evil of 
her procedure. When her discipline was strict she was called 
intolerant and tyrannical, now that her discipline is milder she 
is said to have lost her power and influence, and is blamed for 
leaving the masses to perish in brutality and atheism. There is 
no form of action on the part of the Church that will stop the 
mouths of gainsayers. All that the Church in her discipline 
can do is to seek men's good in the way that experience shews 
t'l be most practicable. 

I have used the word inquisition in reference to Kirk 
Sessions, or at least I have quoted that word as having been 
iipplicd to Kirk Sessions by both an historian and a poet. 
Strictly speaking, inquisition means enquiry and investigation, 
and no one will deny that Kirk Sessions long ago were, and 
perhaps they still are, courts of enquiry. They enquired into 
all migrations into and out of the pari.sh— into the ecclesiastical 
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profession of all parishioners — and into all famas affecting the 
morai or religious character of the people under their jurisdic- 
tion. And what in this lecture I mean to set forth is the mode 
of inquisition that was adopted long ago by Kirk Sessions in 
general, and by Mauchline Kirk Session in particular. In next 
lecture I shall indicate the different kinds of offences that were 
taken notice of by Kirk Sessions, and in a subsequent lecture 
describe the censures and penalties that Kirk Sessions inflicted. 
How, then, we have to ask, did the Kirk Session conduct its 
inquiries or inquisitions long ago? It is quite clear that 
enquiries may be made either in a way that is oppressive and 
objectionable, or in a way that is inoppressive and unobjec- 
tionable. The extortion of confessions by thumb-screws 
and boots is an oppressive inquisition. But the Kirk 
Sessions of Scotland never made inquisition after that 
fashion. It must be admitted, however, that Kirk Sessions 
long ago were very inquisitorial and very zealous 
in their efforts to elucidate the mysteries of iniquity. 
Dr. Hill, as we have seen, says that "no solicitude is ever dis- 
covered by Kirk Sessions to engage in the investigation of 
secret wickedness." That for many a day has been the case, 
but it was not so always. One of the most marked distinc- 
tions between the procedure of Kirk Sessions in modern days 
and their procedure a hundred years ago or more, is that 
alleged cases of scandal are not taken up now unless there 
is a decided fatiia clamosa and some palpable facts to pro- 
ceed on. But in olden times if cither a minister or an elder 
happened to hear a word of calumny regarding a parishioner, 
the minister or elder, as the case might be, thought it his 
boundcn duty to report to the Session what he had heard, and 
the Session thought it their duty to ascertain without dt-lay 
whether the report was true or false, and then to deal as cir- 
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cumstances required. In the printed records of the Kirk 
Session of Aberdeen we find the elders, in 1568, swom to 
secrecy regarding all that passed in the Session, and to faith- 
fulness in delating all that the>'' heard affecting the Christian 
character of people ^^"ithin their bounds As shewing what the 
practice of Kirk Sessions ^^-as, I may mention that I have seen 
old minutes of Session (Galston, for instance, 1692) which com- 
menced by stating that ** enquiry being made if there were any 
public scandals known to any of the elders, it was reported " 
that some one had been seen under the influence of drink, or 
had been heard using profane words. V^ry strange enquiries, 
too, were at times ordered to be made by Kirk Sessions It is 
minuted, for instance, in the Session Records of Mauchline 
that on the 15th August, 1697, "Alexander Baxter, an elder, 
was appointed to enquire if the woman that lived with Brjxe 
Allan was his wife or not, as also anent Andrew Rob, whether 
he was a thief or not, as was reported." It need not surprise 
any one to be told that Mr. Baxter himself was made ver}* 
soon afterwards to suffer from calumny. A man sent to 
enquire mto scandals about other people is almost certain, 
especially if he shews any zeal in his inquisition, to hear some- 
thing said to his own discredit Despite the greatest prudence 
in his walk and conversation, there will be something or other 
discovered which will be made the foundation for an unwarranted 
story. And so it happened with Mr. Baxter. In less than a 
twelvemonth after he had been sent to inquire into Andrew 
Rob's alleged theftous habits, a report reached the Session 
that Alexander Baxter, one of their number, " had resett some 
stolen goods which Allan M*Crae, a notorious thief, had brought 
to his house." It turned out on investigation that Mr. Baxter 
was perfectly innocent of the charge. Stolen goods were 
found in his house, and these goods had been left there by 
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M'Crac, but nf these facts Mr. Baxter was a* ij^-nnrant as an un- 
born child. A daughter of Mr. Baxter's confessed that, in 
her simplicity, she had allowed a vagrant to leave his goods in 
her father's house, but declared she was not aware that the 
1,'oods had been stolen. For her simplicity and incaution, how- 
ever, she had to bear the brunt of a Sessional rebuke in her 
father's presence. Endless are the cases in which it is minuted 
in old records that this person and the other person was 
reported to have been guilty of some sin or another — cursing, 
swearing, drunkenness, and such like — and in every in- 
stance the report was thoroughly investigated. No rumour 
was disregarded, and no offence was deemed too frivolous 
to be enquired into." In 1771 an unlucky lad in Mauch- 
line gave a sixpence instead of a token to the elder that 
was lifting tokens at one of the communion tables. The 
lad was a communicant admitted to the table on that 
occasion for the first time The tokens were in size as like 
sixpences as possible, and the act of the lad was evidently a 
mistake for which none could be more sorry than himself in 
respect that it threatened to involve him in the loss of sixpence. 
The matter could not be overlooked, however. It was formally 
reported to the Session, and the lad was duly cited to compear 
before his betters and answer for his conduct. His innocence 
of any intention to profane the sacramental ordinance was 
made clear by his sorrow for the mistake he had made, and 
he was dismissed, but, like Mr. Baxter's daughter, with a 



• Even the un oC penning oc singing poetical squibs was duly cogmuce-l, ii Uw 
following curious entry in the Seuion U«cord& of Ayr will shew ; — '' In ciueonjr 
pecviun or pcrsosns at ony lime sail find, hrir or <ce uny ij-me or coluUne, Ihai 
ihey ull rcTcil the unie iirst lu one cliiar privatlle, and to na uther, anil in cON 
ihey (lille therein in reveiliog of the Mime to any uthcr, lh.il pei&on ul] be eslccawd 
to be the Buthoor uf the said ryme, unit tall be punished Iherefnr conlornie to (be 
Acts o[ the Kirk and )*e laws ol ye rcalme," 



daand I>!s::^k&mt zr C'^Jkx Txames. 20$ 



to be roDTc obsen-ant in inrnrc So mad: pcnciIiaQSDess 25 
what Tc vanid niMr-A-GSTrs ?>n " iv" : crcr r2^ch3\ Bn vbit* 
e\-er max be acr OTiinan of l5ie -p-i^f-'n or escpedicDcy of soch 
ecdcsiasdcal fca. vc nmsr od i5ic iriciiy men tbat beic ciSoe 
in tbc Chnrdi lon^ a^a tbt jusuSac tr* saydaai ra arrrng as ibe^' 
did, thcr anhr ^c -wbai "Acr bejcrec tbcr were boood m 
Christiais dxilv t::. d-x znc "^^-sr tbtfr a:3 and object were to 
put any aH eri! arid ityroad: ircci the CbnrciL and to 
educate the peopjc in ?^tz. aad h5^ ncxaoo? zi Cbiisdan iiic. 
Their chSef iindiic: vas vtZ iScscrEr^c*:: ::: a m:r-ctc of the 
Galston Kirk Sessicc in 1^47, '■iSdi sraicd that -the Scssidb 
did consadcr they bad need :c' =.:c:: n:re elders for watching 
o\-er the marmers of the CaogiegatiDa.'* 

And it was not osilv szts of cocnmisaoG bot sEns of 
omissiom that kirk sc^jcs tCK^ cognisance o£ In the 
Records of Galston it £5 stated that in December, i63Ck 
"the minister prescntft aue book and red it in the 3e>- 
sioune qiihilk is to be pot in pfactioe oocforme to the 
Act of the Genoa] Assembly, intitn':cd Familie Exercise, 
that e%"cxie iamilic vjoid hare morning and evening prajTerN. 
publict and prrrite reading, psalms and uther exercises of 
God's worship, as in the said buke is conteinit- And to this 
end, for the better ordering heiroC and that this serk^ce he ro: 
neglectit in familks. it \s thought meit that ilk elder within ihe 
paroche, v:\ his pairils nixt abvut him, have ane speciill c-i.*^ 
and charge hereof, and see ,wh^t religion, what pra^-er. p >at 
reiding, and what uther exerci=.e of G:<:'s ser^-ice the\- use :n 
their houscL** Indeed, so recent' v as irco. the S\-nco of 
Glasgow and Ayr passed an Act. which was appointed :o be 
read in all kirk sessions within the bounds, requiring amrng 
other things •• that elders make conscience of visiting fam 
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within their districts, exhorting heads nf families to set up the 
worship of God in their houses, reproving those who neglect it, 
and delating ^hem upon their continuing neglect, etc." Kirk 
Sessions were even at pains, in some instances, probably in 
many, to promote Christian fellowship in their parish by means 
of district meetings for prayer and conference. In the year 
1700, the Synod of Glasgow and Ayr recommended and 
enjoined such action, and in at least some parishes, of which 
Galston might be named as one, the Session, on this injunction, 
"did divide themselves into district societies, to meet the first 
Wednesday of each month, and spend the day in prayer and 
Christian fellowship." 

But to return to the subject of delations, it occasionally 
happened that stories of misconduct turned out, on investiga- 
tion, to be gross exaggerations of very paltry matters, and as 
injury was done to people by the circulation of such stories, 
the Session sometimes thought it necessary to undo such 
injuries by public intimation of the result of their enquiries. In 
1702, for instance, a report reached the Kirk Session of 
Mauchline, that there had been some gathering in a house at 
the Pathheid of Ballochmyle. A formidable committee of 
Session was thereupon appointed to investigate the scandal, and 
this committee reported that " the people who mett only took 
a civil drink, and did no harm so as to raise such a talk." The 
minister was then desired by the Session " to intimate ye nixt 
Sabbath to ye people from ye pulpit," that the meeting at 
Pathhead had not been so bad as was supposed, and to " give a 
caveat to all to cause others bewar in time to come of the like 
sin." The intimation, it will be admitted, was a proper act of 
justice to the people at Pathhead, but as no sin had been com- 
mitted on the occasion libelled, it may be said that the caveat 
was uncalled for. The Kirk Session seem to have thought, 
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however, that a good admonition can never be iop.:ec 
untimeously, and that although people have not been Izi a 
fault they may possibly be on the way to one. 

Very often parishioners brought charges against one another 
before the Kirk Session. These charges, whatever they 
were, always received attention. If one woman complained of 
being cursed or bewitched or defamed by another, the Session 
always gave an open ear to the complaint But there was one 
salutar>' regulation that the Kirk Session adhered to in such 
cases. Ever>' accuser had to table so much money as a pledge 
that the accusation would be proved, and the money so pledged 
was forfeited to the Session for pious uses in the event of its 
being found that the charge was cither false or not proven. 
This pledge was called a consignation,* and the common 
amount of it was 40s. Scots. The following minute in our 
Parish Records, 1682, will give a ;jood and clear specimen 
of the Session's mode of procedure in such cases : — ** Bessie 
Edwards* supplication belr.g renewed, and the particulars 
spccifict, it's admitted relevant, and she is appointed to consign 
£2 OS. od., and if she prove not the particulars laid to the 
delinquent's charge, she :s to forfeit the £2 os. od., and the 
names of the witne5i:es are to be ^iven in to the Clerk against 
tie next Session."^ The complaint of Mias Edwards was that 
she had been revilec by a neighbour with some railing speeches. 
In this case the consignation was not forfeited The delinquent, 



•Thcw'jfd cocKjraii'.r. wa.» siorc ffccu€r.:ij a;.plit': :o axxtber picigc %fchich 
will Lc f;illy tre&'ed </. :r. ihe Ik*. -re ^.u SLirriagrj. fc:: :: »aj a geccnl 'xzm 
equivalent 10 iSerigt, ar,i ,-d .r* rrfer*: ce f. suLy ±-r.gs. For li^catcc, ir. :be 
Galston KecofU for 1635. there U a.-, tr^'ry. •* Mirprirc: ^zy'r. j;aT< iz, a-'.e hill 
upon Janet KiihTn^-^s.!, 1-.'. : .: si^i: r.« Liil :Z:zz iz. >■: =.;rJ^:tr s hi-vrs :* ar : 
in aooiber etiiy \: U «li 'J-^* A. B. hi^iij g-'-c: :-. a IJl '-:-•. w L. L.. "Li* ..«- 
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as she is termed, confessed her fault, and was admonished " to 
carry more suitably in time coming." In many cases the con- 
signation was forfeited, and lifted by the Session. For instance, 
in our Records, 1670, it is minuted that Janet M'Connell, having 
previously given in " ane bill of complaint against John Mar- 
shall, clerk, for calling her a witch, and with it having con- 
si^jncd fourteen shilling, nothing being proven by the witnesses, 
the Session declared her consignation forfaltit" In 1671 it was 
minuted that " Margaret Fisher, wyffe to W. Ronald in Hol- 
hous having gevin in a complaint of sclander against W. 

Anderson and Margaret his spous in Killoch, and upon 

their dcnyall, the sclander not being proven, the Session 
dccemes the said Margaret to have forfaultit her consignation, 
40s." The Records of Galston Session tell of a man that in 
1643 gave in a bill against another man "for slandering his 
name anent ye selling of some silk buttons, which he alieadgit 
he had stolen or resett, . . . some long tailled buttons of 
silk which was upon the Laird of Cessnoch's clock the tj-mc 
that it was stolen." The slandered man, however, saw reason 
not to press his complaint any further in the face of facts, and 
allowed his consignation to be forfeited. 

At the present day it is quite customary, both in country 
and town parishes, to assign special districts to the charge 
of special members of Kirk Session. This arrangement is 
not supposed to be, nor is it realiy, made for any purpose of 
espionage, but with the view of securing that the wants of the 
sick and the poor ■-hal! be duly attended to. But the arrange- 
ment was at one period enjoined for purposes of disciph'ne. In 
the year 1648 it was enacted by the General Assembly "that 
every elder have a certain bounds assigned to him that he may 
visit the same every month at least, and report to the Session 
what scandals and abuses are therein, or what persons have 
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entered without testimonials." * And it was doubtless in con- 
siideration of the great amount of work that this Act of Assembly 
entailed on elders, that Kirk Sessions lonj^ ago comprised so 
many members. In the Records of Mauchline Parish for i6S^, 
there is given in one minute "a list of the elders the minister 
afterwards chuscd." This list comprises fifteen names, and al- 
though it is not quite clear from anything that subsequently 
appears in the register whether all the fifteen persons named 
were actually ordained and admitted elders, there were, at any 
rate, nine of them present at the first meeting of Session held 
after the list was drawn up. On the back of a small minute or 
rather scroll minute book, there is written out "the order that 
the elders are to collect for the poor and their names ; " and in 
this order or memorandum, dated 1707. there are fifteen per- 
sons named and described as elders. Some of the biographers 
of Burns, among others Dr. Chambers, have stated that in the 
later years of Mr. Autd's ministry there were only three elders 
in this parish, and that they were men of discreditable charac- 
ter. This statement is simply untrue, and on what worthless 
authority it could have been made I cannot conceive. It is 
very difficult to make out from the Session Records how many 
elders there have been in the parish at different dates. The 
roll of elders is seldom entered in the Records, and the 
s;derunts, or nsjnes of elders present at particular meetings of 
Session, are seldom given. In the time of Mr. Auld the Kirk 
Session was probably not so large as it was at the dates 1684 



'The roUouring entries in Lhe Fenwick Records illuslralc tlie old cusloms in rc- 
gaiJ to this mailer, 1646— "The SeaioD nominatei these persons lollowing for 
eldetx, vii., fnr the lands ol Kowallan (six names), for Ibe lands of Polkeilie {three 
names), for Penwick (one name), for Ccaufonilond (three names) for the lands of 
Kaiih (two names), for Uatuhaw muit John I'aion in Meadow head." These jix- 
tccn were all ordained etden. In 1653 the same Ses^oo made formal apiwintment 
uf ilicii " several qiintters 10 lhe elders fm special oversight." 
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and 1707, but that it never was reduced to three members'! 
absolutely certain. In the year 1785, which was one of 1 
four years in which Burns lived in the parish, the names of alT 
least six elders may be clearly made out from two minutes of 
Kirk Session, which are both in print. The only period in Mr. 
Auld's ministry in which I could have thought it possible that 
the Kirk Session had dwindled down to a mere quorum, or 
little more, was at the time of his death. I find, however, from 
the Records of the Presbytery of Ayr, that at Mr. Reid's 
inductionjn 1792, the Kirk Session comprised seven elders. 

Less than might have been expected is said in our 
Session Records about the allocation of the elders to special 
districts in this parish ; but the fact of such an allocation is 
indicated more than once. In 1707, the year in which we 
have seen that there were fifteen elders in the parish, there is a 
minute which states that a woman who had been summoned 
to appear before the Session did not appear. The finding of 
the Session thereupon was, that the elder of the "quarter" to 
which the woman belonged be instructed to inform her that if 
she will not compear before the Session she must go to the 
Presbytery." On the Sacramental Fast in 1734 it was 
minuted that " tokens were given out to the elders to serve in 
the several quarters of the parish." There is no doubt, there- 
fore, that long ago every elder in Mauchline Parish had his 
district assigned to him, and that by this means the whole 
afiTairs of the parish were brought very directly and very closely 
under the surveillance of the Kirk Session.* 



* Kirktnn, the Chuich hiaiomn, Ixnuis of Ihe perfection of discipline in ibc 
Church ol Scotland in 1650 in IhcM wards — " No scandalous person couM live, no 
tcandal i^uld be concealed in all Scotland. 10 strict a correspondence there wu be- 
Iwiii miojitenand congregations," I may add that Ihe Recnrds of the Presbjnciy 
of .Ayi i.how that it was common lielwccn 1C40 aad 1650 foi Presbyterie 
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Sundry perambulations, too, used to be appointed by Kirk 
Sessions with the view of checking and correcting disorders. 
In Mauchline one or two elders were generally directed to 
attend the race and the fairs, and to report if anything censur- 
able came under their notice. In January, 1702, for instance, 
three elders were told off " to goe through the faire and take 
notice of what immoralities they hear or see." Four years be- 
fore that date it is recorded that two elders were in like man- 
ner instructed to take notice of any abuse that might occur at 
the race, and it is satisfactory to know that the elders reported 
in due course that they had gone to the race, and "heard 
nothing scandalous at it," And there was nothing exceptional 
in this procedure of the Mauchline Kirk Session. The same 
line of action was adopted at Galston, and with even greater 
zeal. In the beginning of last century and down to the end of 
at least the first quarter of that century, elders were appointed 
in Galston to visit all the alehouses in the village between nine 
and ten at night during the fair, and disperse those that were 
found drinking. And this was an old custom in Galston ; for 
as far back as 164D I find it minuted that two of the elders 
were " ordained to go throw the clachan at ten at night and 
advertyse the minister, that the hour may be neir keipcd." On 
the margin of an old minute in the Records of Galston these 
ecclesiastical scouts are called the "civillisers." 

It was chiefly, however, for the detection of Sabbath desecra- 
tion, that Sessional perambulations were appointed. There 
was nothing that gave the Church of Scotland more trouble in 
old times than the enforcement of Sabbath observance. Acts 
of Assembly, Acts of Presbytery, and Acts of Kirk Sessions 



LC of Iheir members as > coirespondenl lo neighboutiog Presbyteries. There wa 
nsliDt corretijondence of Ihit kind between ihe Prmbyterie* o( Ay» atid Irvine. 
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were made ever so often for the repression of some form or an- 
other of Sabbath profanation. And the reason why the Church 
had so much difficulty in the matter was that the people, both 
under Popery before the Reformation and under Episcopacy 
after the Reformation, had been allowed and had been accus- 
tomed to great liberty on the Sabbath. Not only was corn- 
stacking at the end of a late harvest done without compunc- 
tion as a reasonable work of necessity, but both corn milHnj; 
and salmon fishing were carried on without any necessity 
whatever. King James himself, the first Protestant King 
of Scotland, one of whose titles was Defender of the 
Faith, was so zealous for Sunday liberty that he published 
a work called the Book of Sports, in which he specified 
a number of amusements and field exercises that he 
thought might be lawfully and innocently enjoyed on the 
Sabbath. When the Church awoke to a sense of the sanctity of 
the Sabbath, and to the binding duty of a holy resting all that 
day, even from such worldly employments and recreations as 
are lawful on other' days, she found that she had a very 
arduous work to do in putting down Sabbath desecration. 
Both the importance of the work and the obstacles that lay in 
the execution of the work made her ail the more zealous and 
stringent, therefore, in carrying out an inquisitorial and rigid 
discipline. Solemn denunciations of the sin of Sabbath 
breaking and solemn warnings of the consequences tliat would 
attend that sin were time after time issued from pulpits, and 
elders were deputed to scour the streets and enter the premises 
of publicans, to sec if any in the parish were not remembering 
to keep the Sabbath holy to the Lord. In this parish such 
warnings and perambulations were of frequent occurrence 
In 1672, at a meeting of Session in Mauchline, on the 
36th March, "intimation was appointed to be made the next 
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Sabbath day that people vaig not abroad on the Sabbath, and 
that they tak care that their children vaig not." On the 22nd 
February. 1676, it was further appointed "that the two elders 
who collect on the Sabbath shall goe through the town and 
search who are in the houses the tymc of sermon." And what 
resulted from these perambulations may be surmised from an 
entry that occurs fourteen years later in the Records, On the 
/th September, 1690, two of the elders "delated George Miller 
in Mauchline and his (wife) to the Session, for their selling aill 
and drinking it in their house with incomers, v^hich they did 
find with them in the tymc of the forenoon sermon." 

In 1699 a very important recommendation was minuted by 
the Presbytery of Ayr. that " each Session apply to and con- 
cur with the civil magistrate and principal leading men of the 
Paroch, that censors be appointed in each paroch to go about, 
visit, and delate delinquents for cursing, swearing, drunken- 
ness, &c. : and where there is a town or clachan in the paroch 
that the censors go through the town or clachan and delate 
such as shall be found in taverns or ale houses in tyme of 
divine service ; as also on week days, especially on mercat or 
fair days, they go through the said town or clachan to notice 
and delate delinquents for the foresaid crimes; and likewise 
that the said censors or visitors go through the town or clachan 
and delate delinquents that are in ale houses at unseasonable 
tymes of the night." In other words, the Presbytery of Ayr 
in 1699 wished a rural police established, and it was doubtless 
because such a system of police supervision was not established 
that ciders continued long afterwards to do police duty, and 
that this police duty was reckoned an important part of elders' 
work. As late as 1718 a complaint was made to the Presby- 
tery of Ayr by the parishioners of Maybole that there was no 
delation in the Session "of immoralities on the streets and in 
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taverns at untimely hours, in drinking, swearing, and the like 
. . . tho instances thereof have been seen in private per- 
sons, and elders too, to the offence of some." 

Another and a very effective means employed long ago for 
making kirk sessions fully cognisant of ail the antecedents of 
their parishioners was the requirement of a testimonial from 
every person that came to live or even stay for a few months 
in the parish. This testimonial shewed whether the incomer 
was married or single, and whether he was under scandal or 
free from scandal." An Act of Assembly passed in 164S made 
it imperative that "all persons who flit from one paroche to 
another, have sufficient testimonials," and this requirement was 
declared "to be extended to all gentlemen and persons of 
quality, and all their followers who come to reside with their 
families at Edinburgh or elsewhere." Ministers were over and 
above enjoined to advertise the minister to whose bounds their 
parishioners flitted, whether or not the emigrants left 
under scandal ; and for a long period this law was carried 
out with great strictness. The receiving and the granting of 
testimonials were regarded as formal sessional acts, and 
were duly recorded. In our own Session Records for 1672 
there is a whole page filled with an account of testimonials 
granted and testimonials received. By this means it was made 
almost impossible for scandals to be covered. A sinner 
might flee from Barr to Banff, and settle down in a district 
where nothing was known of his family or his history, but if 
he brought nosuflicicnt testimonials with him, he became in the 

* The oldott enltics about teslimonials that I have Ken in Session Records 
limply cerlify to Ihe bearer's "civil cariiage " for so many yeati or from birth. 
At later lime* \hej '-cry often, if nut always, ilaled whni was the be«rcr'l 
condition, married oi single. In 1716 a man confessed to the Preit))'lery of Ayr 
"ihal he was gnilty in lotging a testimonial, adding Mr. M'Viccar, Minister at 
West Kirk in Edinbuifih, his name to il, to beat thai he wis an unmarried peni ~ 
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eye of the Church a scandalous person. And if it should be 
found out where he had fled, a letter from the minister he 
left, let the minister and Kirk Session of the Parish to which 
he had gone know all about his sins and delinquencies. 

Our records tell that in 1671 a woman in this parish was 
" ordainit to be publicly declared a scandalous woman, and not 
to be owned for a parishioner till she produce a sufficient testi- 
monial." In 1694 there was intimation made from the pulpit 
that none would be entertained within the parish unless 
they produced testificates. And following up this resolution, 
the Session, in April 1705, directed the church-officer to 
go to the Haugh and "tell Jean Kennedy and her mother 
to remove from this parish at the ist May, because they can 
produce no testificates;" and to understand that in the event 
of their failing to remove by the time stated "the Session 
would apply to the civil magistrate." The Haugh seems 
to have been about that time infested with uncertificated 
visitors. In 1703 "Jean Wat, and the wife in the Haugh 
and her daughter, that lives in the house belonging to 
the holm, which William White possesses, was discharged from 
staying there because she could produce no testificat" And 
people were obliged to remove for that cause at the Session's 
order. In 1697 " George Petersone being called and compear- 
ing was interrogate if he had as yet gotten a testimonial as he 
was appointed. He answered he neither had got one nor ex- 
pected to get one." He was then told that if he did not pro- 
duce a certificate before Whitsunday the Session would apply 
to the magistrate. Whitsunday came, but George's testi- 
monial was not produced, and the minister was therefore 
desired by the Session "to speak to the Sheriff Depute to take 
notice of Petersone so as to compel him to go out of the 
parish." And Mr. Petersone had to remove pretty quick, al- 



214 Old Church Life in Scotland. 

though it is difficult to see where he could go and fare much 
better. It was the iSth of July when the minister was in- 
structed to speak to the Sheriff, and on the 27th July the 
minister reported to the Session that Petersone was off As 
recently as 1777 there is notice in our records of a man that 
had come to this parish and had not brought with him any 
testimonials. He was not summarily ejected, as he might have 
been a hundred years earlier, but he was laid under censure, 
and ahhough the faults for which he was censured were legion, 
it was minuted that one of these was "his bringing no 
testimonials of his christian character to this place, and the bad 
report of him from other parishes where he had resided." 
Instances beyond number might be cited in which kirk 
sessions and presbyteries enforced this law anent testimonials. 
In 164S the magistrates of Ayr were politely requested 
by the Presbytery "to be careful that no person whatever, 
coming to dwell and make residence in that town, be receaved 
therein by any without testimonial from the minister of the 
Paroch from whence they came." In 1707 the Presbytery 
were informed lh;it there was a family living at Cumnock which 
refused to give testimonials to the Session. The Presbytery 
thereupon ordered their Clerk to "write to the magistrate of the 
place, to oblige them to obtane anc, or that he remove them 
from thence." The Kirk Session of Fenwick, in 1691, forbade 
all landlords in the parish to let their lands or houses to any 
persons that had no certificates from their former place of 
residence, and when a landlord in 1692 declined at the 
Session's order to put away his cottar, the Session "resolved 
to commit the said (landlord) to the civil magistrate." In 
1700 the elders of Galston were ordered to report every three 
months what persons had come into the parish, so that enquiry 
might be made if they had testimonials. And very chary 
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were the Session of Galston in granting testimonials. All were 
refused that benefit who neglected the catechising.* 

It often happened that when charges were brought against 
a man in the Kirk Session the person so charged denied his 
guilt. From the days of St. Peter downward, and perhaps in 
the days before St. Peter, it seems to have been natural for 
people to deny even with the vehemence of an oath whatever 
has been laid to their charge, till the accusation has been 
established by indubitable testimony. Whether this tendency 
has shown itself more strongly in Kirk Sessions than In othei 
courts only those historically acquainted with the pro- 
ceedings in different courts can tell, but there is nothing that 
to the reader of Kirk Session Records gives a lower notion of 
parochial morality than the effrontery with which people con- 
scious of guilt have protested their innocence. When accusa- 
tions were received by a Kirk Session, therefore, and guilt was 
denied by the persons accused, it became necessary, in many 
cases at least, for the Kirk Session to take evidence. This 
disagreeable duty is often evaded now-a-days, and with much 
advantage by the Kirk Session's delaying procedure till the ques- 
tion has been decided in the civil court ; but in olden times 
Kirk Sessions were more self-reliant, and they entered upon 
and went through probations without scruple or misgiving. 
They cited witnesses, and witnesses were obliged under pain 
of censure to come forward after citation and give evidence. 
All evidence was required to be taken in a fair and an open way. 
The witnesses were examined in presence of the accused party. 
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and the defender was at liberty to desire tiic moderator to put 
such cross questions as might invalidate the proof. It was 
expressly provided, however, that " no accused person is to 
interrupt the witnesses or speak during the time of deposition." 
From the earliest times, too, witnesses were put on oath by Kirk 
Sessions. In the Mauchline records we find ih^l in 167 1 a woman 
was convicted of scolding and cursing " partly on her own con- 
fession and partly by sworn evidence." Opening a more recent 
volume of the same records at random I find that in 17S0 it 
was common for witnesses to be "solemnly sworn, purged of 
malice and partial counsel," and then interrogated. Occasion- 
ally it is minuteJ that both parties agree to accept a witness's 
"solemn declaration, instead of his oath for the present," and 
on such occasions the oath was dispensed with. In the " brulie 
minutes" for 1780 there is a curious sentence deleted, "Com- 
peared Hugh Widrow, smith, and refuses to give his oath unless 
paid for his oath. The Session having considered the refusal 
look upon." Here the minute ends abruptly. The Session 
had evidently shewn their intention of regarding this refusal 
to be sworn as a greater ofTence than the pawky blacksmith 
was aware of, and on second thoughts Mr, Widrow agreed to 
take the oath without reward or fee. Whether there was an 
intentional touch of sarcastic humour in Mr. WJdrow's 
refusal to take an oath, unless paid for it, my ignorance of his 
cerebral structure prevents me saying ; but the Session must 
have had their own thoughts at his extreme punctiliousness, 
for ihcy had not long previously been calling him to book for 
being too free in the use of oaths, both to the dishonour of God 
and the terror of nervous neighbours. 

As might be expected, cases have often occurred in which 
the evidence submitted to a Kirk Session did not clearly point 
to one conclusion or another. In these cases the accused did 
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not as in criminal courts get the benefit of the doubt. The taw 
of the Church was, and still is, that procedure must be sisted 
till Providence sheds further light on the case, or the oath of 
purgation must, with the '^anctinn of the Presbytery, be ad- 
ministered to the accused. Long ago, processes before Kirk 
Sessions were occasionally sisted for ten, twenty, thirty, or 
forty years, the accused remaining all the while under scandal, 
and without the benefit of church privileges. In 1757, 
a man made application to the Kirk Session of Mauch- 
line for a testimonial of good behaviour. The man had been 
under scandal for thirty-eight years, and he had often olTered 
and still offered to clear himself by the oath of purgation. 
The Session, however, had never thought proper to allow him 
to take the oath. As* a last chance the man respectfully 
demanded either to be allowed to clear himself by oath 
or to be assoilzied without oath. The Session doubtless 
felt that whatever was the strict rule of law there was 
justice in this requisition, and so the man was allowed 
to take the oath and relieve himself of his long sorrow 
and long reproach. In the letters of Burns there is reference 
made to a man's being under the inquisition in Mauchline in 
1786. Thirty-two years later, that is, in 1818, the same man 
appeared before the Kiric Session and requested absolution 
from the scandal that Burns refers to, and which at the time of 
investigation was left not proven. And the Kirk Session, in 
1S18, under the guidance of Mr. Tod, gave a deliverance that, 
whether in accordance with evidence or not, was at least in 
respect of sentiment and feeling worthy of a Christian court. 
" The Session," so ran the deliverance after a narrative of cir- 
cumstances, " considering this whole affair, are of opinion that 
James Bryan hath suffered greatly by being kept so many 
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years from enjoying church privileges, and that his affair is 
long ago prescribed,"' 

Kirli Sessions have been known to put all the people 
of a parish on oath in regard to their guilt or knowledge 
of misdeeds. It is minuted, for instance, in the Galston 
Records that on the i ith October, 1635, " all the in- 
habitants of the Galstone being summondit against this day 
compeireit and purgeit themselves be their aith that nane of 
them tak, nor knew who tak, ane daill from ye ktrk." 

The form of process states that the oath of purgation is never 
to be administered without the sanction of the Presbytery. It 
is not to be administered, either, unless the presumptions of 
guilt are so great that nothing but the oath will remove sus- 
picions of guilt, and unless, also, it is thought probable that 
the oath will remove suspicion and put an end to scandal 
The reasons for such extreme caution are obvious. Perjury is 
a very grievous sin, and there is temptation to commit 
perjury whenever people are allowed to swear for their 
own benefit Hence the caution that was ordered to be 
used in the administration of an oath of iiurg;ition The 
form of process was enacted by the General Assembly in 1707, 
but how much the spirit of its provisions appeared in the pro- 
ceedings of Kirk Sessions at an earlier date may be gathered 
from the following cases. In 1696 a Mauchline man accused 
of a sin which inferred civil consequences was loud in his denial 
of guilt, and pressed to be permitted to clear himself by the 



'The following minute, however, wilUhcw how exacling Kirk Sessions once wec«, 
and howcrucl ai limes were even iheii lender mercies;— "Maucbline, 1736, Jajiuu; 

1 1. The Seilion ngreetl to absolve Agnes after a Scssiooal rebuke, she having 

Uood iwice pulilicly about nine or len jean ago, and ihiok il would not be edify* 
ii^ tbol she appeal publicly, she now being old nnd infinu, and it a icanJalnm 
stfilum " (lb«t il, a (caudal gone to sleep at Fallen into oblivion). 
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oath of purgation. The minutes state, however, that " the Kirk 
Session, too much fearing he was guilty, did not admit him to 
swear." Again, in 1698 a man, described as a merchant in Kil- 
marnock, having his good fame and worldly credit traduced 
by a Mauchline belle, came to the Session under the pressure of 
injured feelings to declare his innocence. He offered, like a 
merchant and a gentleman, to give the oath of exculpation, but 
the Session considered, to use the words of their minute, " that 
it was not safe to be rash in taking his oath, and appointed 
both him and his accuser to be cited to the next meeting " for 
further examination. And the wisdom of the Session's caution 
in this instance was vindicated, for at the next meeting of 
Session the man being asked if he adhered to his denial of 
guilt, " paused a little, and being urged to give an answer " con- 
fessed to the guilt. In 1704 one James Millar appeared before 
the pulpit in Mauchline church after sermon and declared him- 
self content to take the oath of purgation, which was read to 
him by the minister. The minister, however, was "in such a 
consternation he would not administer the oath till the next 
Lord's day." It is not made clear whether when next Lord's 
day came Miller failed to come forward or that the minister's 
consternation was not removed, but it is stated that the 
administration of the oath was postponed till the Sabbath 
following. On that second Sabbath Miller was allowed to take 
the oath, but with what solemnity on his part, and with what 
consternation on the part of the minister, may be imagined from 
the fact recorded, that the man had to go down on his bended 
knees before the congregation. In our records prior to 1707 
several instances occur of people being positively refused the 
privilege of clearing themselves by oath. Sometimcj a copy 
of the oath was given to a man that he might consider 
whether it would be safe and proper for him to swear accord- 
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ing to its tenor." In the Mauchline records of 1787 there is 
engrossed a copy of a curious protest and appeal by a man 
against a sentence of the Session appointing lus accuser, a 
woman, to establish her charge by oath. In this sin^lar 
document the appellant takes on himself to lay down to the 
Session the ecclesiastical law on the subject. "That 
law," he says, " requires men charged as he was to swear before 
the congregation after carrying a copy of the oath for twelve 
or more months, and surely," he adds, " no less occasion is 
necessary to be used before taking a woman's oath, many of 
whom would require great pains and diligence used to make 
them to understand the very nature of an oath." It is scarcely 
necessary to say that there never was such a law in the Church 
as was stated by this consequential man. 

It is only in cases where there are strong presumptions of 
guilt that the form of process, 1707, allows the oath of pulia- 
tion to be admini.stered. In early times, however. Kirk 
Sessions were not always particular on this point, and oaths of 
exculpation were occasionally allowed, if not even required, 
when nothing but innocence should have been p esumcd. In 
1680 a woman in Mauchline was slandered by a man, and the 
Session allowed her the privilege of clearing herself by oath 
before the congregation. Such a privilege as that came very 
far short of women's rights. It is monstrous to think that any 
person should need or be expected to disprove an unsupported 
accusation against him. The burden of proof clearly falls in 
justice on the accuser, and the civil law very properly allows 



• There »re lenral cases on record in ihe books of ihe Presbytery of Ayr in 
which pcrsuns ofFerine to take the oath of purgation got i, double or copy of it l« 
consider. How dreadful (he old oath, prior to 1707, woi, wilt be seen a 
Appendix C. 
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people injured by false accusation the right of not only proving 
innocence but recovering compensation for damages. 

While Kirk Sessions were so zealous and strict in looking 
after the morals of parishioners it ought to be mentioned that 
they were no less zealous and rigid in dealing with the 
members of their own courts. No fama supposed to have 
the slightest foundation was allowed to pass uninvestigated : 
and every accusation brought to the Session against an 
elder was thoroughly sifted, in the same way as an accusation 
against any other person would have been. And there are cases 
in the Parish Records in which accusations or reports against 
eiders were received by the Session of Mauchline. On 
the 29th May, 1698, it was minuted that "there being a 
flagrant rumour that J. R., one of the members of Session, 
should be guilty of theft, the Session took notice thereof, 
and caused summon several men who were presumed 
to have some knowledge of that affair, . . and 

appointed the minister going to the Presbyterie that week to 
consult them about it." The case was called at next meeting 
of Session, and witnesses were examined "severally." One 
witness deponed that some corn found in the elder's house " by 
the searchers was very like to his (the witness's) in colour, 
quantity, and smell." Another declared "that he was very 
clear to depone upon oath, that some materials belonging to 
a plough, such as a team, tug.s, and heme, found by the 
searchers in the elder's house were his." A third deponed that 
he and others had " tracked a horse's footsteps from the barn 
where the corn was stolen to the elder's house," and that when 
the house was searched " a lamb's skin was found in the bed- 
strae which was very like the skin of a lamb that another man 
wanted." The elder's statement in defence is not recordcdtand 
the absence of that statement makes the Session's deliverance 
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difficult for one to understand. If it were the case that either the 
elder had been guilty of theft or that the witnesses had been 
guilty of perjury, then undoubtedly one or other of the parties 
wai amenable to church censure. But apparently such had not 
been the case. It seems as if the Session thought that the 
facts deponed to may have been true or been believed by the 
witnesses to have been true, and yet that the facts did not infer 
theft, for the deliverance of the Session was that "the thing 
was rather civil than ecclesiastick, and that the elder should be 
informed to pursue these persons who, as he said, had slandered 
him, before the civil magistrate." It is proper to remark that 
this case occurred during the incumbency of Mr. Maitland, who, 
whatever were his merits as a man and a preacher, was rather 
a feeble minister of justice. It was he that was in such a state 
of consternation in 1704 about giving the oath of purgation. 
And whether in the days of his stronger-nerved and more 
legal-minded successor, Mr. Auld, such a negative deliverance 
on a charge of theft against an elder would have been 
pronounced, is very doubtful. The Session would probably 
have found ways and means of making either the innocence or 
guilt of the elder more clear, not only to themselves, but to all 
future ministers and elders that should happen to see the record 
of the case. In 1708 a very painful incident occurred in the 
parish, which is brought out sufficiently clearly in the following 
minute of the Presbyter)' of Ayr. which I shall give verbatim, 
— " Compeired Robert Miller of Willoxhill, and gave in a 
petition wherein he desired the Presbytery would relax him 
from the sentence of minor excommunication and suspension 
from the office of an elder, which they passed against him upon 
his striking of a woman upon her refusal of a poynd, and the 
woman having dyed in a few days thereafter, her friends alledged 
the said stroak was the means of her death, as is recorded 
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formerly. Withal, lie produced an absolvitor under the 
Sheriff Principal's hand, who had made all search therein, and 
found nothing to evidence the said aledgiance, and the minister 
of Mauchline, in whose bounds he lived, told their Session 
found nothing to make the said aledgiance evident to them : 
and the Presbytery having considered the said petition, and the 
Session of Machlync's account thereanent, did and hereby do 
absolve the said Robert Miller from the said sentence of minor 
excommunication, and they refer it to the prudence of the 
Session of Machlync whether to invite him to officiat again as 
an elder or not." 

What the Kirk Session did in this matter I cannot discover. 
The only distinct reference to the case that I have found in the 
Session Records is the following : — " May 2nd, 1708, WiUocks- 
hill offeired ane petition to the Session in order to take away 
aspersion laid upon his name, as supposed to be accessory to 
the death of Janet Hudd, spouse to John Aird in Barloyse, and 
it's resolved therein to be carried to the Presbytery for an 
absolvitor, seeing they first passed a sentence upon him." 

During the minjstry of Mr. Auld there were at least four, 
but so far as known to me only four instances of an elder 
being brought up for censure in the Session for an act that in- 
ferred scandal. One of these instances was the case of the 
schoolmaster for an irregular marriage he had contracted, and 
which will be noticed in its proper place under the head of 
marriages. Another of the four instances occurred in 1747. It 
was the case of an elder, who was also Kirk Treasurer, and who 
was accused first of giving away, or allowing to be taken away, 
" part of his household plenishings," which he had assigned to 
the Session as payment in part of what he owed the Session ; 
and secondly, of absenting himself from public ordinances ever 
since the Session had taken steps to recovtr from him what h« 
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owed. Both charges were admitted by the elder, who had 
been unfortunate in business, and. to keep the wolf from his 
door, had used the poor's funds, doubtless hoping that some day 
he would be able to repay all he had taken, — 



But these expectations were never realised. Deeper and 
deeper the poor man floundered in debt, and all hope of 
extricating himself died away. And his appropriation of the 
kirk money was an offence which could not be condoned or 
overlooked. Poor and heart-broken though he was, therefore, 
he was ruthlessly and of necessity deposed from his eldership. 
The third of the four instances referred to, occurred in 
1774. In this case the elder and two of his sons were accused 
of having beaten a man in the Haugh with sticks and 
tongs and pint stoups, to the effusion of blood, and of having 
accompanied their blows with profane swearing. It trans- 
pired in evidence, that on the night of the February fair 
the elder had endeavoured to persuade an angry and 
presumably a half- drunk man to leave a house where 
a quarrel was being made up, and that on the man's 
refusing to go away peaceably, the elder, with the assist- 
ance of others, had turned him out. In the process of 
ejection some blows had been struck, but by whom was 
not clearly proved. It was deponed also that the elder, 
in the excitement of such an unusual scene, had given 
vent to some comminative words that are not expected 
to escape the well-guarded lips of ecclesiastical persons. 
After a full and patient hearing of the case, the Session 
found the eider, along with others, guilty of fighting. And 
although wars on a great scale, where thousands of men 



\ 



Church Discipline in Olden Times. 225 

are mowed down like thistles, are of^en called righteous 
contentions and noble exhibitions of public spirit, a small 
scuffle between unarmed citizens, resulting in nothing worse 
than a black eye or a nasal hemorrhage, is always pronounced 
a very wicked and unchristian act For the sin therefore of 
doing what in itself was proper, but was improper in being 
done by means of tongs and pint stoups, the elder was 
sentenced to be rebuked and to be admonished to behave 
better in time coming. But he thought himself a maligned 
and much injured man, and would not submit to the indignity 
of a rebuke. He was accordingly continued under scandal, 
and allowed time to reflect on his conduct. Two months later 
he came back to the Session and acknowledged that " he was 
not absolutely certain of his being guilty or not guilty, but if 
he was guilty in any respect he professed his sorrow for it, 
and likewise with respect to an expression Just now uttered, 
viz. : Dear, keep me, he owns that it was rash and sinful." 

This confession looks very like an artifice on the part of the 
accused to withdraw attention from the greater charge by a 
frank admission of the lesser. If such a ruse, however, was 
intended by him, it did not succeed. The order was renewed 
that he be rebuked and admonished. And although he was, 
on submission to this sentence, at once absolved from scandal, 
and " admitted to the privileges of a Christian," he was 
suspended from the exercise of his office as an elder, until the 
Session should have sufficient evidence of his being qualified 
by his after behaviour." 

The last of the four instances I have noted of an elder 
being brought before Mauchline Session by delation or fama 
clamosa for a scandalous offence was that of William Fisher 
— Holy Willie, as he is called — for an instance of drunkenness 
in 179a Of that case there is no record in the extant minutes of 
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Kirk Session. But the r 



; reason of this omission can be clearly 
made out from what is stated in the Session Records two or 
three years later and from what appears in the Presbj'tery 
Records between 1790 and 1792. In [790 the Session Clerk 
had been suspended from his office for some alleged fault, and 
that was at least the fiflft charge of one kind or another 
which had been brought against him in the Church Courts. 
During the time that the legality of this dismissal was being 
contested at law, the proceedings of the Kirk Session were 
scrolled by an ad interim clerk whose papers have not been 
recovered. It is not unlikely that that ad interim clerk was 
Mr. Auld himself, for on a former similar occasion he so acted. 
Be that as it may, however, there is a blank in the Session 
Records from August, 1790, till September, 1792, and it was 
during this period that Fisher's frailty was brought to light 
The rebuke given to Fisher 1 discovered in a small manuscript 
volume in Mr. Auld's handwriting, which contains the admoni- 
tions, or the greater part of the admonitions, delivered to 
delinquents by Mr. Auld during the last twenty-five or thirty 
years of his ministry." It contains, for instance, the public rebuke 
given to Burns and Jean Armour in 17S6, and a rebuke that in 
1782 was given to Janet Gibson, who figures in Burns' 
poems under the soubriquet of Racer Jess. And I may 
remark that while in Mr. Auld's manuscript book Fisher's 
offence is called "an instance of drunkennes.s," the admoni- 
tion rather insinuates that by 1790 Willie had come to be loo 
free in his habits. He was bidden shun bad company, avoid 
taverns as much as possible, and abhor the character of a 
tippler. He was reminded also that drunkenness is a bewitch- 
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inf^ sin, and he was exhorted therefore to seek wisdom from 
heaven to guide him, and grace to enable him to walk 
steadfastly in sobriety and holiness all his days. It is well 
enough known, however, that charges of a worse kind than 
drunkenness — charges of dishonesty and of pilfering the alms 
of the poor — have been made by Burns and Burns's biographers 
against Fisher, but of these alleged misdeeds there is no trace 
so far as I have seen, in any part of the Kirk Session records. 
And these records were carefully kept and have come down 
to us apparently entire from the date of Fisher's ordination as 
an elder till the Session's quarrel with their Clerk in 179a 
Of course it is well enough known that cock and bull stories 
about elders appropriating the poor's funds have always 
formed part of rural gossip. The records of this parish tell 
of a man that was called to account by the Session in 1735, 
for saying that some of the elders drank the poor's money. That 
is just a sample of the idle fables that senseless or ill-conditioned 
people would make themselves and others believe. And William 
Fisher was the kind of man that people were apt to raise stories 
about. He was what was termed a great professor, not exactly 
in the sense of being a pretender, but in the sense of mak- 
ing his convictions known and his light shine in full blaze be- 
fore men. He is spoken of by old people, whose parents knew 
him intimately, as a man of wonderful gifts in prayer, and we 
may suppose that both at sick-beds and at funerals his gifts 
would be conspicuously displayed. He was a zealous discip- 
linarian too, and was frequently sent by the Session on deli- 
cate missions of enquiry into famas affecting members of the 
congregation. As Antony said of Lepidus, he was — 



of people he must accordingly have been 
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obnoxious, and all latitudinarians would naturally enjoy the 
pleasure of finding some little rent in his garments. Stories 
to his discredit would be eagerly received, not examined very 
carefully, industriously circulated, and adorned with exaggera- 
tions. Myths would eventually assume the form of historical 
facts." But whatever were his merits or demerits, it is to my 
mind simply incredible that any serious allegation of his 
tampering with the funds of the poor could ever have 
reached the ears of the Session without leading to a 
searching investigation. The rights and welfare of the poor 
were subjects on which Mr. Auld and his Session were zealous 
to excess. It was zeal for the good of the poor that first 
led Mr. Auld to quarrel with Mr. Gavin Hamilton, and it 
was probably owing to the way in which Mr. Auld dis- 
played his zeal that Mr. Hamilton became remiss in his 
attendance on religious ordinances. And the noise that Mr 
Auld and the Session made for whole nine years about Mr. 
Hamilton's declinature to account for his incomplete return of 
poor's rates during the short time he collected the assessment, 
proves that if the Session had been cognisant of a.ny fama, to 
which the slightest credit was attached, of an elder's appropriat- 
ing parish or poor's funds, that fama would have induced a 
searching enquiry.t And there is no notice, as I have said, of any 



In CunniDsham's life of Bums it is alleged thai the satire uf the pnei " made 
holy Willie think of suicide." Ii is not to be wondered at, especially if Willie 
was innocent of what Burns laid to hi; chftife. It is indeed not impossible that the 
annoyance suHered by Fishei from the circulation of baseless slanders against him 
may have fostered his tippling habits. 

f There was no charge of dishonesty hroaght against Mr. >lamiltan. lie wu 
simply complained of for declining to do one of two things — either pay to the Sessiitii 
the iMtat amount of assessment laid on the heritors for support of the pour, or shew 
what heritors had failed lo pay their assessment. It was very common last century 
for heritors to decline payment of poor's rales. In lyjyihe heritors of Galslon gave 
o(den that thoM wbn bad not paid tbcir ilcst for the yeu i1i$-6 should be 
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such/j«a regarding William Fisher in any part of the Session 
Records. The only person called to account by the Session of 
Mauchline for tampering with the poor's funds during or near 
to the time of Burns's connection with the parish was the kirk- 
officer, and his misbehaviour was not of a very flagrant kind. 
He was appointed by the Session to distribute the pensions to 
the paupers, and he deducted, out of each payment he made. 
a half-penny as recompense for his trouble. And for doing 
so he was very sharply reprimanded by the Session. 

The Kirk Session of Mauchline were, if possible, more strict 
with their own members than wilh the rest of the community. 
Not only did they take up sSXfamas and reports against elders, 
but every year, especially during Mr. Auld's ministry, they 
held two special meetings for prayers and privy censures, or, 
as it might be better expressed, for private censures of their 
own members.' The appointment of these meetings as a 
standing part of Sessional procedure in this parish, was 
minuted in December, 1752. Such meetings may have been 
heid long before that date, but a formal resolution to hold 
them was then minuted and carefully adhered to. As far 
back as 1705 the Presbytery of Ayr instructed all ministers 
within the bounds to meet for prayer with their elders ; and in 



'■ poynded and diitrinzied." About the same date (1737) some of the heritors gf 
ihc West Kirlt Pafbh, Edinburgh, refused lo pay rates on the ground of their being 
not legally exigible. In 1740 the Kirk Session ol that parish instituted a piosecu- 
tiun ot these heritors Tor payment, bat the court decided in the heritors' favour. 

* Such meetings for privy censures date almost from the Reform nti on. See 
Records of Kirk Session of Aberdeen, 1568. 'Jhcre were also meetings of Piesby- 
tcry (or privy censures, and how these meetings were conducted Ihc following 
minute r^xn the recorils of the Presbytery of Ayr. of date 1723, will shew 1—" Alter 

Messrs. had prayed by courses, and had given answers to the usual questions, 

they were removed (wo by two, and nothing being round but what was suitable, 
they were called in and encouraged to go on in their work." At other limes things 
unsuitable were found, and admonition was given. 
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1723 the following appointment was entered in the Presbytery 
records: — "In order to comply with the act of last Synod as 
to Sessions' observing a day for prayer and privy censures, the 
ministers of Air are to draw up a formula of questions to be 
put to members of Session." In 1753 the Presbytery once 
more appointed "that ministers and Sessions meet frequently 
for prayer, and be put on privy censures." This last quoted 
appointment explains the occasion of the minute of December, 
1752, in our parish records, that I have referred to. Our 
Session minutes do not indicate the form of procedure gone 
through at these meetings for censure, but the law of the 
Church directed that the elders one after another should be re- 
moved, and when one was absent the others told tales about 
him, and declared if they had seen or heard of anything in his 
behaviour requiring rebuke. 

It may be said that, as a rule, nothing worthy of censure was 
found against the elders, nor against the session-clerk, nor 
church-officer either; for the obvious reason that scandals about 
men in honourable positions are of rare occurrence. The com- 
mon entry in the minutes was, " the elders were taken on privy 
censures and were approven of, likewise their session-clerk and 
officer were approven of" But there was occasionally an ex- 
ception to this rule. In 1755 two of the elders of Mauchline 
were censured, one for entertaining a company in his house 
to a late hour, and the other for being in that company. 
It is certain, therefore, that no elder in Mauchline Parish, 
especially in Mr. Auld's days, could have been known by 
the Session to have committed any impropriety or breach of 
decorum without being taken to task for it, and having his 
misconduct placed on permanent record. 

In addition to all these modes of inquisition for the discovery 
and correction of faults and misconduct, there was another still 
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more formidable than any. This was the visitation of the 
Parish by the Presbytery. There is no notice of any such 
visitation of Mauchline Parish in our extant session records, 
but it would be erroneous to conclude from this fact that 
no such visitation ever took place The records of the 
Presbytery of Ayr contain accounts of many such visitations 
at Mauchline, and in some instances the visitations were not 
very pleasant, especially in the days of Mr. Mailland's incum- 
bency. The official reports of some of these visitations I shall 
give separately, but here I may state what was the general 
form of procedure adopted on all such occasions.' First of all 
the minister, after having given auricular proof of his pulpit 
gifts, by preaching a sermon from "his ordinary text," was 
removed, and the elders were questioned about his ministerial 
diligence aU'l manner of life. The questions that might be 
asked about him were, according to Fardovan, almost infinite 
in both number and variety. Among those that now-a-days 
would be thought most oulri were the following: — "Is he a 
haunter of ale-houses ? Is he a swearer of small minced oaths, 
such as, before God it is so ? I protest before God, or Lord 
what is that ? Saw ye him ever drink healths ? Is Saturday 
only his book-day or is he constantly at his calling? Doth he 
preach plainly, or is he hard to be understood for his scholastic 
terms, matter, or manner of preaching? What time of day 
doth he ordinarily begin sermon on the Sabbath, and when 
doth he dismiss the people ? Doth he ever censure people for 
idleness, breach of promise, or backbiting ? Doth he restrain 
abuses at penny weddings ? Doth he carry any way partially 
so that he may become popular ?" After the elders had been 
questioned regarding the minister, the elders were themselves 
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removed, and heads of families were intenogated concerning the 
life and conduct of the several members of Session. The 
precentor and beadle were in like manner put under inquisi- 
tion, and the full circle of inquiry was subsequently completed 
by removing heads of families and questioning minister 
and elders if they had any thing to say about the congregation 
generally, or about any individual members of it in particular. A 
great many other matters were inquired into, — such as the 
state of the church, manse, churchyard, church Bible, com- 
munion cups, the session registers, the number and names of 
books in the minister's library, and the provision made for the 
poor. Some of these inquiries were doubtless very proper 
and very useful, but the visitations were in many respects 
calculated to do a thousand times more evil than good. 
They encouraged a spirit of criticism, gave opportunity for the 
venting of calumnies, created bad feeling iti the Parish, and Id 
general produced all the mischievous effects that usually 
accompany or flow from vexatious interference. One cannot 
wonder that ministers winced a good deal under such inquisi- 
torial visitations, and that they were tempted at times to reply 
somewhat tartly to remarks on their sermons, by alleging, as the 
minister of Maybole did in 1718. that "some tastes arc more 
perverse and peevish than delicate." As an illustration of the 
tattling criticism that Presbyterial visitations evoked, the 
following account of what took place at the Kirk of Holyrood 
House, in June. 1583, may be adduced : — "John Brand, 
minister, being removed, it was asked if any person had aught 
to lay to his charge in respect of doctrine, office, life, or con- 
versation. Inter alia, some persons accused him of negligence 
in seeking to reconcile people at variance. The said John 
being recalled, answered that with sundry trifling exceptions, 
the very contrary of that was the truth. And to justify 
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conduct in these exceptional cases, he added that as touching 
wives flyting, he found that by frequent reconciliation and 
removal of all fear of punishment, they were the more 
encouraged in their sin !" Previous to the Secession of 1843, 
when party feeling ran veryhigh in the Church, the visitation of 
Parishes was resumed in some Presbyteries, and it is alleged was 
bnth carried on in a partisan spirit, and was made to serve 
party purposes. 

In a previous lecture I indicated some of the complaints 
that were given in to the Presbytery of Ayr at Parochial 
visitations, and I may in subsequent lectures have occasion to 
indicate others. As the subject of this lecture is Church dis- 
cipline, I may here state that objection was often taken by Par- 
ishioners to the way in which discipline was exercised. And, 
strange to say, it was to the laxity rather than the rigidity of 
discipline that objection was usually raised. In 1644 the 
Parishioners of Craigie complained " that discipline was not 
particularly exercised, nor order taken with sundrie persons 
who absented themselves on the Lord's day from the public 
worship, but wcr spending the day in sleiping and drinking or 
in going to uther kirks. Also that no order wes taken with 
beggars and tinkers lighting and drinking about the Kirk of 
Riccarton (then in Craigie Parish), not only on the week day?, 
but also on the Sabbath." 

It will thus be seen what a strict and rigid system of 
supervision the Church in olden times exercised in every 
Parish. " The only complaint of profane people," said old 
Kirkton, " was that the government was too strict, and that 
they had not liberty enough to sin." It need not surprise us 
that remonstrances from the profane were occasionally heard. 
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LECTURE V. 
CHURCH DISCIl'LINE IN OLDEN TIMES. 



Whal scandals were investigated hy Kirk Sessions— Insolence to, or iUndei 

member a{ Session— Disrespect for the rules or ordinances oF ihc Charch — 
Drankenness— Broils and bicUerings— Theft— Murder— Sabbalh breaking- 
Imparity— Witchcraft— Cursing- Heresy— Schism and Secession— Taking the 



In last Lecture we considered the mode of inquisition adopted 
by Kirk-Sessions long ago in dealing with scandals. Wc saw 
that, for the purpose of Sessional supervision, each parish was 
divided into a number of districts, and that each district was 
assigned to the care of a particular elder, who was required to 
report to the Session what scandals and misorders existed 
within the bounds of his charge. People coming to a parish 
were required to bring with them testimonials, and on leaving 
a parish they \y<tt(^ required, if they wished to have the bc:iefit 
of Church privileges and to escape the inconvenience of Church 
censures, to take testimonials with them. When scandals were 
reported to Kirk Sessions, the parties delated were summoned 
to appear before the Session ; and when guilt was denied, wit- 
nesses were examined on oath. In certain cases, where proof 
of guilt was not estsblished, but presumptions of guilt were 
not removed, persons accused were, with the sanction of the 
Presbytery, allowed to take an oath of exculpation, either be- 
fore the Session in private or before the whole congregation, as 
was thought best, and then they were assoilzied and treated as 
innocent 

In the present lecture we have to consider the different foriM 
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of scandal that Kirk Sessions condescended or thought it their 
duty to take cognisance of. 

It is plain that if 1 were to draw materials from all available 
sources this lecture might be expanded to the dimensions of a 
cyclopaedia. I propose, therefore, to confine myself in this 
lecture very much to what is contained in our own parish 
records, and by this means I shall more truly and faithfully 
shew what Church rule actually was in an average Ayrshire 
parish long ago. I shall however refer occasionaUy both to 
the laws of the Church and to the records of other Sessions than 
our own, so as to shew to what extent the discipline in Mauch- 
line conformed to general usage. 

The practice of Kirk Sessions at the present day is to take 
up no cases of scandal but such as are forced on their attention 
and are of such gravity that they cannot be overlooked with- 
out bringing reproach on the Church. Kirk Sessions now-a- 
days consider that it is not for edification that they should be 
officiously zealous in the exercise of their judicial authority, and 
that the reformation of manners in a parish is more likely to be 
promoted by pulpit counsel and social education than by the 
pains of infamy and censure. But Kirk Sessions long ago 
took a different view of their duty. To overlook a fault was 
in their opinion to connive at sin, and had a tendency to harden 
the sinner in his iniquity. All offences, therefore, of word and 
deed — such as cursing and swearing — defamation and false- 
hood — uncleanness and drunkenness — fighting and stealing — 
Sabbath breaking and venting of heresy — were taken instant 
notice of by Kirk Sessions, and when proved were visited with 
quick and sharp censure. The scandals mentioned in our 
records — scanty as these records are compared with the records 
of larger and more wicked parishes — as having come under 
the notice and reproof of Mauchline Kirk Session, are so many 
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and miscellaneous, that it is no easy task to bring them all 
under review, and many of them are so paltry that there is 
risk of their recapitulation proving very tedious. 

To shew, however, what was the kind of discipline exercised 
long ago by Kirk Sessions, I must, though it be at the risk of 
proving tedious, enumerate all the diflcrent sorts of charges, 
frivolous as well as serious, that Kirk Sessions were in the 
way of receiving and investigating. 

Kirk Sessions, in the first place, were very careful to main- 
tain their own dignity and good name. Any word or action 
that could be con.strued as an intentional insult to the Session, 
as a shew of contempt for their authority, or as a slander 
on any of their members, was promptly resented. And 
in this matter all kirk sessions were much alike, whether north 
of the Tay or south of the Tay, and whether urban or rural. 
In 1645 a man, whose name, Malcolm Fleming, betokened 
international pedigree, was by the General Kirk Session ol 
Edinburgh fined in 40 merks for some act of incaution or 
unrestraint, which is vaguely and dubiously described ai a 
" misbehaviour that escaped him in presence of the Scssin;i"! 
No liberties, it will thus be seen, were allowed to be taken in 
the Session's presence, in last lecture it was stated that on 
one occasion a man was called to account by the Kirk Session 
of Mauchtine, for alleging that some of the elders drank the 
poor's money. The slander, for of course it was a slander, was 
simply the hasty utterance of a passionate man who wished to 
avenge himself on some members of the Kirk Session for the 
zeal they had shown in inquiring into some parts of his 
own conduct which could not bear investigation. And there 
arc on record several other instances of similar speeches, made 
under similar circumstances, against one or more of the elders 
of this parish, or all of them together These speeches, although 



Church Discipline in Olden Times. 



237 



foDlish and unworthy of notice, were all declared scandals 
by the Session, and the utterers of them were brought to 
book. In 1674 and 1675, one Adam Reid was twice over 
summoned to the Session and rebuked for "cursing and railing 
on ye elders." In 1707 another case of similar misconduct was 
reported to the Session. The culprit, in this instance, was a 
woman whose quarrels with a neighbour had been the subject 
of ecclesiastical inquisition. She had been found in the wrong 
and she thereupon accused the Session of injustice, and 
went the further length of calling one of the members a 
Judas IscarioL The last occasion on which, so far as I have 
observed, the Session of Mauchline took notice of any outside 
speeches made against themselves was in 173S, during the 
ministry of Mr. Maitland. And it was one of those speeches 
which so far overshoot the mark that they might be laughed at 
and let alone. The railer had been provoked by the Session's 
refusing him a token ol admission to the Lord's Table, and he 
gave vent to his wrath by calling the whole Session — "ane and 
a' — a pack o' villains." Such ebullitions of bucolic temper, it 
will now be admitted on all hands, were scarcely worthy of 
serious consideration, and when kirk sessions condescended to 
take notice of such petty faults, we may be sure that in their 
high ecclesiastical state they did not eat the bread of idleness. 
Prior to the date at which our Session Records begin, 
there were people in Mauchline Parish faulted by the 
Church for their disrespect, both to the Kirk Session and 
minister. The records of the Presbytery of Ayr shew that in 
December. 1646, George Campbell of Brigend, in Mauchline, 
compeared before the Presbytery and " wes gravely challenged 
fur his wicked miscarriage against Mr. Thomas VVyllie, his 
minister, and against the Session of Mauchline and magistrat 
there. The Presbytery appointed a letter to be written to the 
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Commission of the Kirk for joyning in supplication with the 
parochinars, that order may be taken with the said Geoi^." 
A few months later, " Robert (George ?) Campbell, in Mauchline, 
compeared in sackcloth for abusing his minister, Mr. Thomas 
Wyllie, both in speech and carriage, and was ordained to 
satisfie in sackcloth in the Kirks of Mac h! in, Gaston, Tarbol ton, 
Uchiltrie, and Cumnock, and thereafter to compeir before the 
Presbytery."* But in respect of slandering their spiritual 
rulers, Mauchline people were no worse tlian their neighbours. 
In Fenwick records there is notice of a man's being delated to 
the Session of that Parish in 1646 for "calling one of the elders 
a mansworn slaverie loon." 

It is not to be supposed, however, that the carefulness shewn 
by kirk sessions to maintain and vindicate their own good 
name was caused either entirely or chiefly by jealousy of their 
personal honour and dignity. They considered that reflections 
on themselves were reflections on the service in which they were 
engaged, and that contempt for the ofliccrs of the Church would 
lead to, if it did not spring from, contempt for religion. We 6nd, 
accordingly, that kirk sessions were particularly strict in seeing 
that no slight, or appearance of slight, should be shewn towards 
any religious ordinance. Twice over at least there arc notices 
of men's being summoned before the Session, in Mauchline, for 
returning small pieces of coin instead of tokens to the elders at 
the communion table. On one occasion a farmer gave a 
farthing instead of a token, and on another occasion a young 
lad gave a sixpence instead of a token. Both of these acts 
could have been done by mistake, and the wonder is 
that some such mistakes did not occur at every sacrs* 
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ment The tokens were small round pieces of lead : some 
were about as thin as a sixpence, and others were about the 
thickness of a farthing. But it was just within the bounds of 
possibility that tlie substitution of a coin for a token was a 
device for obtaining, or helping some one to obtain, an un- 
authorised privilege. Indeed, it was not unusual for persons 
under scandal to force, or fraudulently find, their way to the 
Lord's table. In the year 1775, at a meeting of the Kirk 
Session after the communion at Mauchline, it was reported 
that a woman under scandal had heen seen at the communion 
table, and that she had a token. Her name was on the list of 
those to whom tokens were to be refused, and yet she had 
obtained what it was minuted she was not to get There 
was another person whom the Session were surprised lo see at 
the sacrament that year, and it was resolved that he should be 
asked to tell the Session how and where he had procured his 
token. And incidents like these occurred in other parishes. 
As far back as 1647, when the Covenanted Church was in the 
height of her pride and purity, a man was called before the 
Session of Galslon for " giving a ticket to a strange unknown 
woman, to whom the minister refused a ticket for manifold 
reasons"; and the said woman was also called before the 

Session " for taking a ticket from , and coming to the 

Lord's table." At a still earlier date than that, namely, in 
1634, a man was taken to task by the Kirk Session of Galston 
for " breech of the act set down anent these qho keipit not 
their tickets but gave them to uthers," and having pled guilty 
he was ordained "to mak his repentance and peye jos,"* 

• The Kiik SessioD of Calslon in 1628 " suiut nnd ordabed ihal quhalsuaievct 
pcisoiic qulin hes the creilil of the keiping qubal the liirk mdcis upon (be com- 
iliuniun djye, that brings in ot admiltis aay^ieisanesquhaar lellectabjil to this kirk 
01 diMib&.Uent to the sanie in an; waytn, withont the consent of Ihc halll Seatioune, 
tail pay ^10 to ibe UK o\ the kirk." 
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When a man presented a coin, therefore, instead of a token, it 
was deemed necessary for the Session to take notice of the 
matter formally and officially, so that all the congregation 
might know that the Lord's table was not to be approached 
without a Sessional pass. Wodrow mentions in one of his 
bfjoks a strange, and for the moment a very painful scene, which 
occurred at his own communion at Eastwood, in the year 171 T. 
Two or three English soldiers presented themselves at that 
communion, and one of these came forward without a token. 
He happened to be seated near the upper end of the table, 
within whispering reach of Wodrow himself. He was seen by 
Wodrow to have no token, and he was desired by Wodrow to 
come out to the churchyard for a moment's private conference. 
He was then asked outside why he had presumed to seat him- 
self at the Lord's table without a token of admission. " In my 
native country," said the man, "there is no such custom as 
you refer to, and if I have given offence it was not of intention, 
but in ignorance of Scottish ways." Wodrow then examined 
him at the church-door regarding his knowledge of the gospel 
and his faith in Christ, and being well satisfied with his answers 
gave him a token and told him he might go forward to the 
next table. The position that Kirk Sessions took up was this, 
— All our discipline, in its main provisions, at least, is of divine 
authority, and we ourselves arc solemnly ordained to rule for 
Christ in Christ's Church, and we dare not therefore let either 
our discipline or our ordination suffer contempt at the hands of 
any profane or ignorant person. 

Among the sins named by St Paul as excluding people 
from the kingdom of God, drunkenness is mentioned. It may 
be presumed, therefore, that drunkenness would be one of the 
scandals that Kirk Sessions would visit with censure, and so it 
was, The Church of Scotland never went the lengl 



Church Disciplin 



' Olden Times. 



241 



Jonathan the son of Rechab in forbidding the use of either wine 
or ale or alcohol, and she never made total abstinence from 
intoxicating liquors a pre-requisite for Church membership. Her 
principle has always been that men should never In zeal for any 
cause that seems good in their own ej'es, go beyond what 
Scripture has commanded or prohibited, never exclude whom 
God has not ordered to be excluded, nor curse whom God 
has not cursed." But she denounced all untimeous and ex- 
cessive drinking, and forbade publicans to supply drink 
at unseasonable hours. In the year 1675, there was a 
publican named Campbell brought before the Kirk Session 
of Mauchline ; and the minutes state that, "being convict, 
by his own confession and the deposition of one witness, 
of selling ale until the four hours in the Sabbath morning, 
he was appointed to be rebuked publicly," that is, in the pre- 
sence of the congregation, the following Sabbath. And in 
1702 "the Session," I quote verbatim from the records, "ap- 
pointed the minister to give a public rebuke to all the brewers 
in the toun for selling drink beyond the ordinary time of the 
night" What was counted the ordinary time of night in 1702 
was probably ten o'clock. At least it is stated in the Records 
of the Burgh of Aberdeen that in 1601 the magistrates issued 
an order that no ale nor wine should be sold after that hour, 
and in Calder's squib we read of a man's being called before 
the Kirk Session " for drinking after the ten hour bell." t 



• The Calston Records of 1640 describe the two kinds of censurable driaking as 
"excessive and cxorbilant drinking in [he di.; tjme," and " extiaoidinarie drink- 
ing after ten hours at even." 

t It oisy be staled thai there was an old Act of Parliament which ordained thai 
" Ba man sail be Found io taverns after nim hours at night and the bell, under the 
pain ai prison, and gif the aldermen or baillies puttes them not Io prison Ihey shall 
pay 50 shillings." — R^im Majeslalem, Pari and, p. 58. In 1646 Ihc Kirk 
Session of Fenw'ck ordsined Ihat " if any be fonnd drinking in any change-hooie 
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But it was not merely the sellers of ale that the Kirk Session 
came down upon. It was stated in last lecture that in 1755 
two elders were rebuked in the Session for drinking after 
elders' hours. Neither of these elders was alleged to have been 
the worse of drink, but they were said to have created scandal 
by the length of time they sat at their potations. And while 
untimeous drinking was censured, much more was excessive 
drinking. Our records contain many entries of rebukes for 
drunkenness, especially when aggravated by swearing or 
violent conduct. One extract will suffice to shew what was 
the practice of the Kirk Session when a case of drunkenness 
was reported. And to prevent its being supposed that the in- 
stance adduced was in any way exceptional or antiquated, 1 
shall quote from a minute of comparatively recent date. In 
1772 " James Craig {I purposely change the name) being 
charged with the sin of drunkenness, was called and com- 
peared, and acknowledged his guilt and his sorrow for it. 
Declared also his resolution to behave well in time coming," 



wilhin the parish after nine hours al night, they shall acknowledge ihe same 
publicly bernre the congrcgilion and pay aoe merk, >s also ye seller of Ihe drinV to 
pve saliifactioD in like manner." The Kiik Session of (Jalilon in 1634 caoicd 
proclamation that wherever " hostlers wilhin ihe pacochine selU drink or kcifn 
people drinkand in Ihetr house after ten hours at even alher upon ye Sabbath niehl 
or oulk nit;ht, they sail undetly the censure and acu of Ihe kirk in penaltie and M- 
penlance," In 1720 the Galston Session appointed " ihat Ihc bell be rung at 6 in 
Ihe morniag and at 9 at nighi, ye drum to go at 5 in the morning and al 10 at 
nighl." An old ballad lays,— 

" There were four drunken maidens 

Together did eonvene, 
From twelve o'clock in a May morning 

Till ten rang out al e'en. 

Till leo rang oui at e'en, 

And then ihey gie'il il ower." 
Elders' hours is a phrase Ihal has long been in use lo designate ten o'clock at ni^i, 
and the most probable way of accounting for Ihe phrase h. ihnt ten o'clock wsa 'hf 
luwt »( which people were MOt home by ibc elders frora the ale-huusc 
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As a rule, people accused of drunkenness were very civil to the 
Kirk Session, and like Mr. Craig were ready to profess any 
amount of sorrow for their sins, and to promise good behaviour 
for the future. There were exceptions to that rule, however, 
as there are to most rules. One whose conduct formed very 
marked exception to that rule, was Agnes Ronald, better 
known to the readers of Burns's poems as Poosie Nansic. 
Agnes had the privilege of receiving many admonitions from 
the Kirk Session, but to no purpose. In 1773 it was reported 
to the Session " that Agnes Ronald, wife of George Gibson, is 
habitually drunk, troublesome to her neighbours, and frequently 
disturbs the sober passengers." Agnes was summoned, there- 
fore, to appear before the Session and give an account of her- 
self. And she was not reluctant to make appearance. She 
did not need to be bidden twice, and when she came to the 
Session she was quite at her ease, and had her mind made up 
what to say. The minute states, "compeared Agnes Ronald, 
and declares before the Session that she is resolved to continue 
in her disorderly way." And as if that were not plain enough 
speaking, she more pointedly "declared her resolution to con- 
tinue in the sin of drunkenness." Such a declaration would 
have flabbergasted many a Kirk Session. Poor Mr. Maitland 
would have been thrown into " consternation " for months if 
such a speech had been made to him. But Mr. Auld was of 
sterner stuff, and his equanimity was not disturbed by Mrs. 
Gibson's vapouring. He did not even condescend to reply to 
her insolence, but got it minuted that " the Session, consider- 
ing the foresaid foolish resolution and expression, do immedi- 
ately exclude her from the privileges of the Church until she 
shall profess her repentance." When, if ever, she was induced 
to profess repentance, I have not noted ; but I have observed 
that for year? and years her iiame appeared regularly on the 
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list of those to whom tokens of admission to the Lord's tabl 
were to be refused. 

Occasions sometimes occurred on which stronger measures 
than those I have indicated were adopted by Kirk Sessions in 
their laudable desire to reclaim drunkards from their evil 
habits. In 1646, a man at Galston was found the worse of 
drink after having promised to abstain from the use of intoxi- 
cating liquors. He was thus guilty of a breach of promise, as 
well as of an act of intemperance, and he was accordingly made 
"to sit down on his knees before the Session and confess his 
fault." The Kirk Session of Fenwick had to deal with a simi- 
lar case the following year, and with the delinquent's own con- 
sent they entered on their register, that if found guilty of 
drunkenness again he would be made to stand in the joggs al 
the kirk door, and afterwards in the public place of repentance 
within the kirk, and pay for penalty the sum of 40s., with 
duplicate every time that the offence should be repeatcd. 
Sometimes, however, Sessions were so baffled in their dealings 
with these habituals that they had to invoke Presbyterial wis- 
dom for advice and Presbyterial authority for correction. In 
1710 it was minuted by the Presbytery of Ayr that an inebriate 
whose name was mentioned had been "frequently guilty of 
drunkenness since the time he promised to the Presbytery to 
amend his life," but that Lord Calhcart and others had " taken 
some course to oblige the said David to live more soberly." 
And very strict inquisition was made by Presbyteries into all 
sins of jollity. In 1693 a probationer within the bounds got a 
surprise one morning in being taken to task by his reverend 
fathers for "drinking and learning others to drink healths." 
Singular words of wisdom, too, were occasionally emitted by 
the culprits who were brought in their sober senses before 
the Presbytery to answer for outbreak<; of insobriety. A 
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philologist from Cumnock made a statement in 1697 that might 
have immortalised a German. He comprehended the wide 
significance of the word intemperance — as applicable to words 
of haste and deeds of violence, as well as to states of intoxica- 
tion — and on hearing his charge read over therefore he con- 
fessed himself guilty of " intemperance, and particularly of 
drunkenness." 

Besides drunkenness, all the other common kinds of ira- 
morality, such as swearing and fighting and purloining, were 
taken strict cognisance of by Kirk Sessions. Many of the 
cases of cursing and beating reported in the earlier pages of 
our Parochial records were of such a domestic nature that it 
might have been better if they had been overlooked. A quiet 
word in season by the elder of the district when he went his 
monthly rounds might have done more good than a citation to 
the Kirk Session. But these old broils and bickerings, al- 
though they ought perhaps to be buried in oblivion, had 
occasionally a humorous aspect, and great is the temptation to 
unearth one or two of the least unmentionable of thsm. In 
1683 Jean Campbell and John Campbell, it does not matter of 
where, were summoned to answer to a charge of scolding and 
railing. Both parties, mmtibus consciis recti, innocent as doves, 
presented themselves before Mr, Veitch and his covenanting 
elders. Jean smiled at the charge when it was intimated to 
her, and explained that she had on!y "reproved John for lows- 
ing a beast and letting it goc amang the corn." John, on the 
other hand, assured the Session that all the extent of his 
delinquency was calling Jean " an ill-favoured blade," for put- 
ting on him the blame of a cow's misdeeds. At the present 
day we are sometimes shocked to read in the newspapers of 
cruel and cowardly cases of wife-beating, but two hundred 
years ago some married women were more than abl" to take 
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care of themselves, and be-pommeled husbands had to creep 
for shelter under the wing of ecclesiastical protection.* In 
1672, Jean Edwards appeared before the Kirk Session, 
and, "partly by her own confession (for she gloried in 
her shame), and partly by witnesses that were sworn, was con- 
vict of frequent scolding, cursing, swearing, and fighting with 
her husband, Hew Smith, and beating of him." For these un- 
womanly practices. Jean was ordered " to be publicly rebuked 
and suspended from the sacrament of the Lord's supper." And 
the merry wives of Mauchlinc were not content with rattling 
tattoos on the backs of patient husbands, but they now and 
again had bouts with each other. As recently as 1773 infor- 
mation was lodged with the Session that a woman in the 
village had attacked her mother-in-law, and "had wounded 
her in the head by a stroke with the iron tongs," And tongs 
were not the most lethal weapons that the Amazons of Mauch- 
line flourished in the days when our great-grandfathers were 
under petticoat government. In 1777 a report came to the 
ears of the Session that " Kitran Angus had threatened to stick 
Robert Gibb with a grape." Kitran was instantly called to 
account, but when the charge against her was announced she 
jauntily told the Session that she had not meanly taken any 



* Mr. Burton ia his Hisloiy al ScatUnd quotes an inteiestiDg account at the 
people of Scotland sent to Feidinand and [satwila by Don Fedro de Ayala in I49S, 
in which Ihe following sen1cn<» o<<:ur : — " The women are courteous in the ex- 
treme, t mention thii because they arc reaJly honest, Ihough very bgld. Thej are 
absolute mistreues of Iheii houses, and even of their husbantis, in all things con- 
cerning the ad mi ni«i ration of their property, income as well m expenditure." In 
the records of the Kirk Session of Ayr for 1605, in John Welsh's time, there is k 
niinule regarding a delinquent, who is described as "ane veiie villous woman, 
. . . qulia in face of Session threatened her guidman." — Select Bii^raphies, 
Wodrow .Society. Galslon wives too were delated (1694) for " unchristian be- 
haviour towards their husbondi nnd children," and even {1647) " wronging iheir 
goodffttheis by casting peas al their faces." 
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undue advantage ol her antagonist, for " if she had a grape he 
had a flail." It is devoutly to be hoped that Kitran and 
Robert came to be thankful to the mercy of an over-ruling 
Providence that they were both spared to compear before the 
Kirk Session, and that nothing worse befeil them than a well- 
merited rebuke. The weapons of their warfare were fearful, 
but the story of that warfare has its moral. Passion in its fury 
overleaps the mark. Had Kitran been content to brandish a 
broom, and Robert to use a whip, each might have left on the 
other's person enduring marks of degradation. But their 
vaulting ambition, in its scorn of things familiar, moved them 
to lay hold of weapons, destructive and deadly enough in all 
conscience, but too unwieldy for dexterous handling. 

The cases of theft that came before the Kirk Session of 
Mauchline, I am happy to say, comprise a very light calendar. 
Neither in number nor enormity were they much of a reproach 
to the parish. The notice that was taken of them, however, 
shows how rigorous was the Church discipline. In 1757 a 
woman was delated for stealing coals out of the minister's 
close — in 1773 a man was delated for abstracting a hive of bees 
from the cooper's garden — in 1774 a woman confessed that at 
last fair she had lifted a jug from a pewterer's stall, but only, 
she said, for the inspection of a friend who wished to purchase 
a jug — and in 1 777 there was entered on the list of those to be 
excluded from the Lord's supper the name of Jean Mitchell, 
"for stealing a hen as alleged."' These are, if not all, at least 
the principal cases of theft that, so far as I have noted, were 



* In 1773 the Kiik Session decUied tbemicli'et unuumoiul]' of opinion ilut 
"GeorRe (Gibson keqit a rety incgalil home, and ihal hit wife and diuGbtei 
(Poocie Nvitie and Racer Jess) aie guillj of reselling sloica goods. knowiQi* Ihc 
tame to be stolen." 
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ever reported to the Kirk- Session of Mauchline. And there is 
a sorrowful story to tell about Jean Mitchell, the last- mentioned 
of the Mauchline thieves. Although guilt had never been 
brought home to her, and she was only "alleged" to have 
stolen a hen, yet for five years her name was placed on the 
black list of those that were to be debarred from communion, 
with the same words each year appended to her name, " for 
stealing a hen as alleged." And what is more sad to state, 
the scandal was never removed during her lifetime, for in the 
records of the year 1783 there is a stroke drawn through her 
name and her alleged offence, and on the margin of the book 
is written the word that can never be recalled or deleted, 
"dead." The impression left on my mind from reading old 
Session Records, is that the people of Ayrshire long ago were 
wonderfully free from sins of covetousness. The charges of 
theft that came before Kirk Sessions were far fewer and more 
paltry than I expected to find, and there was often great 
sensitiveness exhibited under accusations of dishonesty. In 
1633 there was an honest man, for I cannot doubt that, both in 
the ancient and the modern sense of the word, he was honest, 
that could get no sleep to his eyes nor slumber to his eyelids, 
because a prating and malicious neighbour had said of him, 
"Thow wes followit out of Loudoune with stolne yairn" 
Would that more people now-a-days were distressed with such 
reproaches ! 

It will not surprise any one to be told that in our extant 
Session Records there is no case of murder, because if such a 
thing as murder had happened in the parish we might have 
expected that "hanging of the author should have prevented 
all further censures." There was, however, a case of murder in 
this parish, which was taken up by the Church courts, and 
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apparently by them alone* The murder was committed m 
1642, which was neariy thirty years before the date of our 
oldest extant minute of Kirk Session. There b no reference 
to the murder, therefore, in our Session Records ; but in the 
records of the Presbytery of Ajt there is a fiill account of the 
ecclesiastical procedure that was taken against the murderer. 
In the month of June. 1642* the Presbytery ordained ^ ilr. 
George Young, minister at Mauchlinc, to summond from pulpit 
Mungo Campbell^ sone to Hew Campbell in Xetherplace^ to 
compeir before the Presbyterie to be holden in Ayr, the 20th 
July next to come, to answer before them for the cruel and un- 
naturall murth^ring and killing, in the town of Machling, of 
John Campbell in MossgavilL as wes gravely related hy the 
said Mr. Georjne." This pulpit citation was disregarded by Mr, 
Mungo, more probably from fear than from disrespect, and we 
may presume it had to be renewed oftcner than once. At Icti^jth , 
on the 1 2th April 1643. :t was mfr.ntcd fn the Presbytery Look 
that Mungo Campbe' • being called and not compearing, 
"Alexander Peden, hf^ brother-in-Uw, pr«enterf a supplication 
in his name, subscribed with hii bjkndx wher'^fn wa.* d.-iclar^d 
the willingnesa of the 3a£d Mcr.go to give obedience and ^tth-- 
faction tn the Presbj-terfe. if po^^iblfc he might competr fcefotr 
them without hazard of his Iff* The cuhilSc ^cziollc^klion ^>et^7 
read and considered, the Presbyterie {^A themvtlvei ^^.\f.fA 
with the aamen, and therefore aotyir.ted Mr. George Yr^ury 
and Wniiam CamsfceLl of Kot!?.ofi»e •-% ^c/^It the sarr-e o^tT;- 
dit, and to deal wfth them, to 7:'-* iv^^r^ro'. r^,f v> se^y^ rr.i^ 
said Mun^o tfl he ra'^e v'r'en '/ h.'i v/%.:o rfr:yr:rar -vt i; fce 



• la i6icS "^ Oaioai .Kjmemi,*"* *ntkf^^ -'Aor ^,r >u» im •i*' murtifl' vb-.i-,!**. nnnut 
make pahlic ^'JeaauM v rv>»riiitwjt ii'ry-' »v \^-JHtu.\n .ti "ju^, :ut «a^;flram ia 
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suld be enjoyned." If Mungo was troubled by a sense of sin 
at all, he was at least not shamed by it into good conduct, for 
the next account we have of him in the Presbytery records 
states that to his former transgression he had added recent 
iniquity. In November, 1645, "report was made," so runs the 
minute of Presbytery, " that Mungo Campbell in Machtin, who 
this long tyme hes lyen under the scandall of murther, not yet 
satisfied, hcs fallen in ye sinne" that always implies a partner 
in guilt. " The Presbytcrj-. considering the hynousnes of the 
said scandalls, thought meit that they shuld be represented to 
the nixt ensuing Synod at Hamilton, thaire to be advysed 
upon, for course taking with him thereancnt." Synodical 
authority, combined perhaps with a sense of the inconvenience 
of long continued isolation from society, induced Mungo at 
last to make peace with the Church, and it is to be hoped to 
seek peace also with his Maker. In September, 1646, there- 
fore, he appeared before the Presbytery " in the habite of sack- 
cloth, and in al! humility confessed the unnatural murther and 
killing of John Campbell, his cousin-german. As also he con- 
fessed his frequent falls in . . . (sins of affection) scnsyne. 
The Prcsbytcrie, considering thereof, ordained the said Mungo 
to compeir in the habite of sackclothe in the Kirk of Machlin 
in the place of public repentance two Lord's dayes till the 
Presbytery advyse at thair nixt meeting what further order 
shall be enjoyned to him." After this he was directed to make 
a tour of some half-dozen neighbouring kirks in sackcloth, on 
successive Sabbaths, and ultimately, in December, 1646, he was 
referred to the Session of Machlin, and his minister, Mr. Thomas 
Wyllie, to be received by them "betwix and the next I'resby- 
teric. he giving sufficient signs of repentance." Some may per- 
haps think that Mungo was let off lightly for such a crime a»i 
murder, but it depends altogether on the constitution of a 



Churrli Discipline in Olden Time. 



251 



man's mind whether he would consider public execution, or 
public humiliation in sackcloth for three months, the greater 
ordeal. 

Of what may be termed common offences, the one that, next 
to impurity, figures most prominently in our Session Records, 
and I may say in all Kirk Session Records, is Sabbath break- 
ing. In last lecture it was explained how Kirk Sessions came 
to be so stringent in maintaining the sanctity of the Sabbath. 
I have now to shew how rigorous and vigorous the Kirk 
Session of this parish was in putting down every form of 
Sabbath desecration. In the Appendix to Principal Lee's 
Lectures on the History of the Church of Scotland, there is an 
interesting abstract of the cases of Sabbath breaking that came 
before the Kirk Session of St. Cuthbert's, Edinburgh, from 
1587 to 1699. This abstract shows what a great variety of 
both works and games were, during the period in question, 
engaged in on Sundays, and complained of in Kirk Sessions as 
breaches of the Sabbath.* Among the works so enumerated 

* Among the forms of Sabbith desrctation for which people were delated lo the 
Kiik Sessiun of Fenwick, I hive noted the following in ihe records ol ihal parish. 
164; — Making batter Knd cheese upon the Sabbalh. 
,, Going to Meami markel to be fee'd on the communlonSBbbnih. 
„ Curing within the kick on ihe Sabbath befaic ihc minislei came in. 
„ Mawing and sheiring of grasses. 

Weiving on the Fasting Thursday {this was counleii the same as .Sabhnlh 
desecration). 
„ Staying from the kirk on the Snbbalh day, and keeping a drunken beg- 
gar In her house in lyme of sermon. 
Drying of clothes on the Sabbath. 
1646 — Bearing of burdens on Sabbath and liavelling. 
1647 — Driving a cow inwards Kilmarnock fair on the Sabbath. 
,, Selling milk on ane Satluiday nighl ailer ten o'clock. 
1658— Going lo Newmilns on the Faal Day, and receiving some money there. 

and paying a poll. 
„ Cleaning a byre and making cheese on Sunday. 
1699— Going to Ruthcfglen fair with a horss and cow a little alter ihe seUing 
of the sun on Sabbath. 



A 
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were the shearing of corn and the stacking of corn — the baking 
of bread and the selling of milk — the pulling of peas and the 
staking of peas — the carrying of parcels— and the subscription 
of bonds. Among the pastimes detailed were dancing and 
football, bowls and pennystones, fishing trout and catching 
laverocks. There is not such a large and varied table of Sab- 
bath sins to be found in the records of this parish, but there are 
still a few not unnolablc instances of what was held to be Sab- 
bath profanation. Between 1670 and 16S0 there were several 
cases of people's being charged before the Session with playing 
at the " pennystone " on the Lord's day, but so far as I have 
noticed there is no other game that the parishioners of Mauch- 
line have, ever since 1669, been alleged to have played on the 
Sabbath, In 1675 two men of the name of Campbell were 
"delated for travelling to Glasgow on the Sabbath day, and 
for bringing a cow from Eaglesham on the Sabbath," and for 
these offences they were subjected to a public rebuke. The 
same year five persons were delated in the Session for bringing 
home herrings on Sunday. In 1703 a woman confessed to 
the Session that she " was almost washing yearn on the Sab- 
bath," but she wished to exculpate herself of such a dreadful 
approximation to sin by alleging a mistake in her reckoning of 



la the Tccatdt of the Kiik Session of Aye for 1604 and 1605, we lead of peuplc'i 
being deified to Ihe Seuion for " playing at ye orts on Sabbath," und (b( *■ pliy- 
ing ax the coppiehoall in the liictc duor on Sabolh." 

Long ago there wis a good deal al Sabbalh profanation in Galston, anti kmk 
queer in^unces of it might be citeil. For example, in 1705. a man wu delUed ht 
taunng ■ Aoi to catch a sheep, and cnlling wilncuei to prcne ihat the iheep wu 
his. The Scsuon, it may be said, however, did iheii best for a hundred jrtari by 
rebukes und pcnaliies to restrain Ihe evil. In 164S they appointed two eld«rs t» 
" visit the town and gaiciyd on the Sabbaih night about seven houis, and sec thai 
none be in touae except the inbabilonli thereof." They prohibited on the Sabbalb 
all journeying, all blocking oi Differing, and ail drinking, "poising an hour *ftc> 
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the days of the week. There are mistakes, however, and mis- 
takes — mistakes that are innocent and mistakes that are culp- 
able — mistakes that are excusable and mistakes that are inex- 
cusable — and the Kirk Session held it inexcusable that any 
person in this parish should not know Sunday from Saturday. 
Strange to say, a similar mistake was made by a married 
couple in Mauchtine Parish so recently as 1777. One John 
Hunter and his wife went to the harvest rig and cut corn till 
they were checked by a neighbour that was better versed in 
the calendar. In 1780 a strange complaint and an equally 
strange counter-complaint were sent in to the Kirk Session. 
The complaint was by a man who alleged that a woman whom 
he named had paid him a visit in men's clothes, and told him 
several falsehoods. The counter-complaint of the woman was 
that her accuser had been guilty of sundry "immoralities, par- 
ticularly of profaning the Sabbath by employing a barber on 
that day." For this particular offence the barber was of course 
as much to blame as the man whose beard had been trimmed, 
and indeed rather more so, for he had previously been brought 
to book for the same offence, and had been made to sign a 
bond, which still stands in the Session records, that he would 
never again exercise his craft on the Sabbath. But what 
signifies a bond to a man without a conscience ? The barber 
had been too long accustomed to do evil to take kindly to 
well-doing. Both the restraints and the services of the Sabbalh 
were irksome to him. In 1781 he was reported to have be- 
come " negligent in his attendance on ordinances," and the 
minister was instructed to speak to him on the subject In 
1784 his negligence was again commented on, and he was 
named in the Session along with a gentleman widely known 
from his connection with Bums, as requiring to be admonished 
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of his sin, and warned to beware of a presumptuous approach 
to the Lord's table. 

The zeal of Mr. Auld in enforcing Sabbath observance has, 
as we all know, become historical, and that zeal has been attri- 
buted to " pique and ill-nature." It will be seen, however, from 
what has been said, that Mr. Auld'.s conduct in reference to 
Sabbath observance was all of a piece throughout the whole 
course of his ministry. His zeal for the Sabbath did not begin 
in the days of Burns, and it was not confined to his dealings 
with any one particular person. It was also, whether we may 
think it expedient or not, in strict conformity to both the 
written law of the Church and the immemorial action of the 
Kirk Session in the parish as far back as our records extend. 
And it was nothing unusual a hundred years ago. The same 
strict discipline as he exercised was exercised in many other 
parishes, both in the neighbourhood and at a distance. In 
the Parish of Lumphanan a man in 1785 was taken to task by 
the Kirk Session for going to see his mother on a Sabbath day, 
and carrying a stone of mea! to her. He refused to admit that 
that conduct was any breach of the Sabbath, and for his 
obstinacy in maintaining that view, he was, the present minister 
writes to me, solemnly excommunicated. The Sabbatarianism 
of Mr. Auld and the Kirk Session of Mauchline, between 1784 
and 1788, was just part of the religious spirit of the age, and if 
that Sabbatarianism seems to us rigid and oppressive, illiberal 
and inexpedient, it must be allowed to have at least the virtue 
of logical consistency. There was also something grand and 
dignified in the conduct of these old Sabbatarians. They had 
none of the frivolity of our modern pleasure-seekers, who seem 
to think that duty consists in denying ourselves nothing that 
is pleasant and enjoyable. They surrendered freely and unre- 
servedly a whole day in seven to their Maker, and it may be 



Ckmwdk Disctfiau im OUdm Timus. 2^5 



questioned if in that act the%- cfid not display a starrTfrr azud 
purer pattern of CorisQaa life rftan tixoae people wiio boa:^ ot 
their enlarged vievsand thefr vide fuxmamtarian sympachaes. 

It mig^t be ex ^n ted diat I diould here enter at large cito 
the successive dealing? tiiat tfie Kfrk Sessasa of Macchlme in 
the days of Boms had widi Ur. fSavhi Harnfltnn in regard to 
alleged Sabbath breaking, Tbc^e dealings hare been rrracft 
commented oo by soce of the poet's bcographers. It wouLd 
occup>' too mcch space, fccwer^r. in tiiis ucctnre. to detail tfee 
tedious cootroeersaes rfrat ar^-ie cot of the actsGci vfrsdi t&e 
Kirk Sessaon thocg*x it thefr duty tir> take in drb csatter. I 
may here state ^ynrrarfly that the charges brcoight a^ar!st Mr 
Hamiltoa, not all at vaix. bet '>r. czSiercsz occasccs 
libelled, were — irrcg^Lar arserxfarce- on chin 
ting out on a Saacarh d2>' "jr. a yxsvxy to CarrVk. hahcr 
not total ntg^trz cc 
giving orders f:jr a d?rf: 
day forenooc *«V 
ticular 

and of the sp cjt aryf tg?::vtr r: -arhirh thie:*- 
can be littJc d-asic that iZ th«t ofiferjot* 




that, bodi by Irr ir>i citt-jci. feCl :ridcr tbe i^k SessSrc 5 
• Ir. ;7;3 tit ?r*:rioj-t*rv of Ayr payarf iz^i 



On dbe 'Joe ttnt 'ae Hrx 



tbe lavi ^i t3e CxHOtx^ »iua. n 'rut — «iiC to. "liie -xiKf iomi Xr r-rnirinm sn: 






* Sa vjf^s. waoL tutj ToMJt & ^rwa 
Al uvuer, nati futj lu^ & 'otw : 

jbir 1UC3X. 9^9*0^ cue tUbM» fuK 

/Sri rj£ •di»Qftxi ; 
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minuted a special resolution that " each minister shall deal 
privately with such of their people as neglect to worship God 
in their families, and that prophanc the Lord's day by absent- 
ing themselves from ordinances, or that travels on it by 
journeying " ; and that " an account of their success be enquired 
in next privy censures." In 1755 the Presbytery again, " con- 
sidering the too frequent profanation of the Lord's day by un- 
necessary travelling and absenting from public worship, resolved 
to have the proper remedies of this growing evil." * 

By far the most notable case of Sabbath desecration that 
ever came before the Kirk Session of Mauchline was one that 
occurred six-and-thirty years before Mr. Auld's settlement in the 
parish. It was mentioned in this lecture that one of the forms 
of Sabbath desecration taken notice of by the Kirk Session of 
St Cuthbert's, Edinburgh, was the subscription of bonds. In 
1649 several persons were, for writing out, subscribing, and 
being witnesses to a bond on the Lord's day, severally rebuked 
and lined by that Session twenty shillings each. In Mauchline 
there was a similar case in 1706. The bailie of the burgh 
(whose name was John Baird), the clerk of the burgh, the 



• Brodic of Bnxlie wrote in his diiiy in 1653 :— " Loid, for a bleisiag. And pnt 
it in ihcir hearts to tlo for the Lard and to set family duty on foot again in thii 
parish in every yeoman's house and other man's, and in Fones, and to debar (n>ro 
sacrament these that worship not God in their Tamily." In 1604 the Kirh Sesuun 
of Atierdeen ordereil family worship to be made twice a day in every hoasc. The 
General Assembly passed an Act of similnt tenor (not ideatical) in 169,]^ and again 
in 1711 and 1S19. 

The Synod of GaUoway in 1671 (during Episcopacy), "taking to thd( seriou* 
consideration the great profanation of the Lord's d>y by people assuming to Ihcm- 
selves a lilieny needlessly to travel, yea, 10 begin theit journeys on the Lord'* day, 
. . . publicly testi^ (tgainsi the samen, and warn tbeii people lo abstain thne- 
from, with ceililieation that such as shall be found guilty shall be censured for tbe 

In 1731 two people were brought before tbe Presbytery of Ayr for gslheriagMWa < 

on i Sunday. 
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treasurer of the burgh, and the officer of the burgh — all the 
civil dignitaries and officials in the town — the administrators of 
the law and the custodians of the public peace — were that year 
cited to appear before the Session " for attesting a man to be a 
soldier with the young laird of Kerse, the last Lord's day, be- 
twixt six and seven o'clock in the morning." All the parties 
honourably obeyed the citation, and frankly acknowledged the 
act with which they were charged. But this acknowledgment 
brought the Session of a sudden to their wits' end. They were 
not quite prepared for such a denouement. They were at a 
loss what to do. They did not know what censure to inflict. 
If they had been brought before Cfesar and been condemned 
by CiEsar to the stocks, they could have lifted up their testi- 
mony and declared their joy at being thought worthy to suffer. 
But they were placed in a far more embarrassing position than 
that. Ctesar was brought before them, and Caesar had pled 
guilty to their impeachment, and the question was what to do 
with Ca;sar. In one of his letters Baillie writes: — " I know of 
no people that have so much need of a Prcsbytcrj- as the people 
of London." The Kirk Session of Mauchline, in their dealings 
with Cssar, felt the same necessity — the necessity of a Presby- 
tery to guide them in their difficulties and strengthen them in 
their weakness. They minuted, therefore, that "the manner of 
rebuke is to be delayed till the next Presbytery — till the 
Session get the mind of the Presbytery." As a rule, Presby- 
teries indicate their wisdom by judicious reserve, and remit 
cases to Kirk Sessions to be dealt with according to the laws of 
the Church^leaving Sessions where they were, when Sessions 
don't happen to know the Saws of the Church — but in this case 
the Presbytery of Ayr was more communicative, and gave ex- 
press injunction that the Sabbath breakers should be rebuked 
publicly in face of the congregation. Only people that have 
sat in chairs of stale can imagine the astonishment < f ihi; 
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Mauchline bailie when he got notice of this finding. "My 
conscience 1 " he exclaimed, " are the magistrates and officers 
of this burgh to be marched off some Sabbath morning 
from the Council Chambers to the repentance stool, and 
to be set down there alongside of half-a-dozen limmcrs, 
as if we had been all in the same transgression ? This 
would not only make municipal dignity ridiculous, but 
would subvert all civil authority in the parish." A con- 
sultation of the burgh officers was held, therefore, and the 
Presbytery were supplicated to relax their sentence. But 
when Presbyteries have a duty to perform, they despise threats 
and entreaties alike. They take their stand on Scripture and 
conscience, and refuse to resile. And so the Presbytery told the 
Mauchline supplicants that in matters of discipline there could 
be no respect of persons, and that the sins of magistrates were 
not less but more hurtful to the public than the sins of common 
people. The Presbytery, therefore, so runs the entry in our 
Session Records, adhered to their former appointment, " that 
ye fornamed persons be rebuked publicly the nixt Lord's day." 
When next Lord's day came the parish dignitaries did not 
appear in the place of rebuke, and " the appointment of the 
Session and Prcsbyterie " was continued till the following 
Sabbath. During the intervening week the dignitaries made 
another effort to get the rigour of the Presbytery's sen- 
tence modified. They sent in to the Ses.sion on the 
Thursday a humble petition, entreating to be rebuked in 
private, and to have the rebuke signified to the congregation 
next Lord's day, by the minister's "calling on their names, and 
them owning that they were in fault." The upshot was, that 
on Sunday "the fore named persons were called on before the 
whole congregation, and confessed they were faulty, and sortie 
for the same, and promised a more circumspect life." The 
Ses.sion, it will thus be seen, carried their point, and enhanced 
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their victory with moderation, by treating the subject Caesar 
with all the respect and courtesy due to his rank and title. 

It need scarcely be said, for it is a matter of public notoriety, 
that a very large part of the contents of Kirk Session Records 
is taken up with cases of impurity. But on this subject I do 
not mean to say much. There is one entry, however, in the 
scroll minutes of the Mauchline Session for 1788, so very 
extraordinary, that, partly because it is extraordinary, and 
partly because it has been seen by literary men interested in 
the writings and history of Burns, and may therefore any day 
come to the light without proper explanations, I can scarcely 
pass it over. In Mr. Auld's time it was customary for the 
Session to hold a special meeting every year, before the 
administration of the Lord's supper. The purpose of this 
meeting was to go over the " examine roll," and to make out a 
list of persons under scandal. This list, in 1788, was what 
most people would think very large, and there had been a con- 
siderable talk in the neighbourhood about the prevalence of 
impurity in the parish. The Session-Clerk, however, was a 
man of peculiar notions. He did not like to hear of tlie parish 
getting an evil name, and he thought that prattling people 
were making too much ado about the moral and spiritual con- 
dition of the congregation. At the fool of the list of " persons 
under scandal since last sacrament," he entered, therefore, a 
private postscript of his own, which, if it were not outrageously 
absurd, might be thought very improper. " N.B.," says the 
clerk, "notwithstanding the great noise, there are only twenty 
fornicators in this parish since last sacrament !" At this ridi- 
culous entry in a church register where sin was meant tn 
be called sin. Americans and Frenchmen have laughed till 
the foundations of their midrifT threatened to give way, and 
stolid Scotch divines, who were too much scandalised to laugh. 
have lifted up their spectacles in blank wonderment, and looked 
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and stared. In point of fact, however, the list of persons 
under scandal, in 17S8, was unusually large, and so far 
from its being lightly thought of by Mr. Auld and the 
Kirk Session, it lay very heavy on their minds. The anno- 
tation was the Session-clerk's own, and it was not copied 
into the extended minute. The Session -clerk, too, was not, 
although Dr. Chambers erroneously says he was, a mem- 
ber of the Kirk Session. On the contrary, he was a man 
loaded with reports, and it was just all he could do to keep 
himself in his office of Session-clt^rk. And what the Kirk 
Session thought about the " noise" that was in the district, is 
made very plain by a warning or admonition against the sin of 
uncleanness, which they drew up at that date, and ordered to be 
read from the pulpit, and to be engrossed in the records as a 
testimony in all time coming to their zeal for the cause of pure 
religion. In this admonition, which is still extant in the 
minute book, the Kirk Session specially acknowledge and 
deeply lament the prevalence of the sin in question, both over 
the country at large, and in this parish particularly — they 
declare the sin to be one that brings " many woes and sorrows 
on men and women both now and for ever," — they " warn, 
obtest, and beseech, in the name of God, every person, man 
and woman," to maintain the honour and purity of their 
Christian profession by avoiding every approach to that 
scandalous iniquity ; and then they conclude with a statement 
of sundiy resolutions they had passed, with the view of making 
people feci more seriously than they had yet done the social 
and pecuniary consequences of transgression in that line.* 



* To prevenl even the appcaiKDce ot suspicjon of evil, the Kirk Senion of 
Kcnwick in 1653 coiiuii inlitnaiiun \o be made from iJic pulpii, ihal "no yinns 
wuDitn ihall live nlune wiihuut fitiioeand bcMcmiiig compMiy." FinJIi^ "that 
none excepird agtunM ihii resoluiion when It wu intimated the Seaaiun ■rtcrwanb 
onlnineil "ihe uine lo be in full (Iten^ilh .itid elfecl >t it Is enacted." In 16J4 
wvetU wanxn were Mtpen<led fiomlhc uct.uncnl, ulhephiaieb, Tin liking aKuie. 
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In the records of the General Assembly we find a good many 
acts anent witches and charmers, and we know that at one 
period the Church shewed extraordinary zeal in the 
detection and punishment of such evil doers. It may be 
asked, therefore, if there is no case of witchcraft to be 
found in the Kirk Session Records of this parish. Dr. 
Chambers, in his Domestic Annals of Scotland, states that, on 
the 8th May, 1671, Marion M'Call, spouse to Adam Reid, in 
Mauchline. was tried before the Justiciary Court in Ayr for 
"drinking the good heath of the Devil,"* and being found 
guilty of that profanity, was ordered to be taken to the Market 
Cross of Edinburgh "to be scourgit be the hangman from 
thence to Netherbow, thereafter to be brought back to the 
Cross and have her tongue bored and her cheek burned, and 
not to return to Ayrshire on pain of death." The barbarity of 
this sentence is horrible. It may be admitted to have been a 
very unladylike and blasphemous toast, that Mrs. Reid, sitting 
over her cups proposed, but a much milder punishment might 
have sufficed for all the harm she did. In the eye of the law, 
however, Mrs, Reid's offence was witchcraft. It was, to quote 
as nearly as possible from a book on the old criminal law of 
Scotland, an act of treason against God, in preferring to the 
Almighty his rebel and enemy, and in thinking the Devil 
worthier than God of being served and reverenced. It maybe 
asked then, if there is any reference to this case of witchcraft 
in our Session Records ? The trial at Ayr took place in May 
1671, and our Records date back to December. 1669. Strange 
to say, there is no reference in our Records to this case of 



F01I7 yesrs Uler. in 1694, information was made I0 the Session and minuleil ihit 
« man in ihe parish " tian^resseth an itct uf the Session jnililicly inlimnleil, by 
living; in n house with > young lass liis aiune. cnnlrary to order." Entries ol a 
^mibr kind may lie found in the Galston rccoiils. 

• II ii to be feaied that this profane toast was not uncommon among irreligious 
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witclicraft." We have seen that in 1674 and 1675 there was 
an Adam Reid censured on two separate occasions for cursing 
and railing on the elders. If this man be the Adam Reid that 
had Marion M'Call for wife, as the name would lead us to 
infer, we can say with certainty that the witch's 
husband was both a profane man and an habitual drunkard, 
for both his profanity and his drunkenness are expressly 
referred to in the Session Records. 

But although in our Records there is no notice of Marion 
M'Call's toasting the health of the enemy, there is a case of 
scolding, cursing, and fighting, in 1673, which looks very like a 
sequel to the case tried in Ayr. The names of the parties in 
this scolding match were Reid, and one of them is said to have 
been a daughter of Marion M'Call's. Some of them arc called 
" witchgcts." and some are accused of handling articles that 
were bewitched. The whole story is of the earth earthy, but the 
following points will suffice to shew the gist of the case. The 
two principals on the one side were Elizabeth (or Isobell) 
Boswell and her daughter, Marion Reid ; and the adversaries 
on the other side were John Reid and Janet Reid. The ball 
was opened by Marion Reid, who accused Janet of having 
"drunk five mutchkins of wine." Marion admitted to the Session 
that she had used the words complained of, and said further 
that her authority for the statement was Janet Reid's owm 
mother, Marion M'Call. Janet Reid had not the self-restraint 
to listen unmoved to Marion's impeachment, but retaliated 
with the retort courteous, that she at least never "drew any 
man's ale, and that she never took a fey apron off the dyke." 
This was the skirmish between the light weights in the 

Mtd ill-condilloned people. A> recently u 1710 on u-schaol master of Gkbtoa 
wuaccitKil in ihe Seuion inttraUa of " havine mored (he driiiliing oflhe t 
be«lih.- 

* The Presliylery records at ihii date are awanling. 
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combat, but the real tug of war had to come. Marion 
Rcid and Janet Reid were but in their maidenhood. 
The one was under the wing of her mother, and 
the other had her brother beside her. Neither of the 
guardians could stand to see injustice or injury- done to one of 
near kin. The old lady and the gentleman accordingly went 
at it with a will. isobell Boswell, the mother of Marion 
Reid, fell on John, the brother of Janet Reid, and both cursed 
and beat him, and in particular called him by the elegant epithet 
of "witchget." John's patience seems so far to have been com- 
mendable that he never raised a hand against his assailant, the 
"guidwife of Drumfork," as she is designated; but he was 
accused of calling her witch and something worse. There had 
been a nice distinction, however, in John's speech which the 
old lady, as she thumped on his back, had not observed. John 
did not call her a witch or any thing worse, — but only that she 
lied like a witch or something worse. — an important distinction, 
showing that John was cautious in his use of terms 
and aimed at accuracy in his defamation. Enough was 
elicited by the confessions of the parties to warrant public 
censure all round, but Kirk Sessions in those days were not 
content with scratching the surface of scandals. They probed 
to the very core. Witnesses accordingly were summoned and 
evidence was led. All the witnesses deponed that there was a 
lively interchange of compliments between the parties, and 
that it was difficult to say which had the advantage. One 
witness summed up the whole case and the philosophy of it by 
saying that she thought both the guidwife of Drumfork and 
John Reid were drunk, — which it is very likely they were, — 
and that the one cried up "witchget," and the other cried down 
"liar like a witch." The story is not one to be dwelt on for 
edification, but it nevertheless conveys instruction of a kind. 
We are sometimes tolu to look back to the days of the 
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Covenant and the persecutions as being days specially distin- 
guished for all that is pure and lovely and of good report. It 
is quite plain, however, that in the days of tlie Covenant, as well 
as ia the days before the flood, men not only prayed and held 
up holy hands, nothing doubting, and contended to death for 
principles they held as dear as life, but some ate and drank, 
cursed and swore, did not marry and get married as they should 
have done, and both fought with and defamed each other like 
Turks and Trojans. 

Although there is no famous case of witchcraft in our Session 
Records, there are several cases of people complaining that 
they were called witches, said to be connected with witches, or 
accused of actions that were thought to infer witchcraft In the 
year 1707 two women named Jean Reid and jean Gibson came 
to words. It was alleged that in this altercation one of the 
damsels called the other witch and witch-bitten. The Session 
got wind of the scandal and summoned both parties to com- 
pear on a charge of slander. Jean Gibson gladly responded 
to the summons, and complained of Jean Rcid for saying that 
"her (Gibson's) parents went both to the hollow pit, and that 
corbies conveyed them thither." Jean Reid, at a subsequent 
meeting of Session, stoutly denied the charge as stated by her 
accuser, but confessed that she had once on provocation said to 
Jean Gibson, "There were not corbies on my grandfather's 
lum-hcad. as there were on your father's when he died." This 
statement, however, was considered by the Session to bear the 
construction put on it by Miss Gibson, for it was part of the cur- 
rent superstition in those days that Satan occasionally assumed 
the form of a corby, and consequently when corbies were seen 
fluttering about the lum-head at the time of a death in the 
house an obvious inference was suggested. But while defama- 
tion is never justifiable, there are many evil thoughts that 
people would keep to themselves if they were not pro- 
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vokcd to express them. And so Jean ReJd argued 
that what she had said about the corbies was excus- 
able, because it was said by way of retort. She had 
been bidden by Jean Gibson " go home and see her luky 
climb the walls." The whole case between the two Jeans was 
simply an affair of temper and dialectic talent, and would not 
have occupied a modern Kirk Session two minutes. But it 
actually occupied the Mauchline Kirk Session, in 1707, several 
months. Witnesses were called and put upon oath. Evidence 
was heard, and the more evidence that was led made confusion 
all the more confounded. It was on the 8th June that the two 
women were first cited to attend the Session. On the 4th 
August " Ballochmyle was appointed to attend the next 

I'resbytery and was directed ... to 

consult the Presbytery anent the affair." On the 31st August 
a committee of Session was instructed to confer with the parties 
and bring them to some reconciliation. On the 7th September 
the committee reported that the parties were irreconcilable, 
and the Session ordered the witnesses to be cited and 
examined anew. It was not till the 28th December thai the 
case was brought to an end, and it ended in both parties being 
scssionally rebuked for so much of the slander that each was 
proved to have uttered.* 



4 



* Apto]>os of ihls supec&liiion about the corbies, Ihe rullowing centence rrom 
the close of Thackeray's leclute on the first of ihc four Oeotges m.iy Iw quoted : — 
" It u said George promised one of his Icfi-bondcd vfidows lo iiime lo her after 
death, if leave were granleJ to him 1" levisil the glimpses of llie moon, and soon 
after his demise a great raven actually flying or hopping in at the Duchess of 
Kendall's window at Twickenhatn, she chose to imagine the King's spirit 
inhabiled these plumes and look special care of her snble visitor. Aflecling 
mcleniiKyflinsis — funereal royal bird 1 How pathetic is the idci of the Duchess 
wee[>iiig over it ! When this cha<ilc addition to our English aiislociacy died, all 
her jewels, liet plate, her plunder, went over to her relations in Hanover. I 
wonder whether her heits took the bird, and whether it is still flapping its wings 

T Herrcnhausen I" 
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There is an old saying, that it never rains, but it pours. 
And it certainly very often happens that when one scandal 
breaks out in a district two or three others of similar character 
follow soon afterwards. Old philosophers and divines would 
have accounted for this circumstance by saying, that when Satan 
comes in force to any particular locality, he puts two or three 
people on the same track of mischief. Perhaps the modern 
scientific farmer would say in his lecture at the Corn Exchange 
that all sin and all cattle disease arc the results of special 
atmospheric conditions, and that all persons and animals 
within the sphere of the vitiated atmosphere are under 
influences, that if favoured by suitable subjective congenital 
receptivities, will result in violent disorganisations! Laying 
aside, however, these phi!o.sophic explications as being too 
profound for ordinary understandings, it is a curious fact that 
while Jean Reid and Jean Gibson were raking up their 
ancestral traditions, and associating each other with the father 
of falsehood, there were other cases of reputed witchcraft 
jumbling the judgment of the Mauchline Kirk Session. A 
young damsel complained to the Session that her feelings were 
injured by the slander of a great lout who averred that on a 
certain Sabbath evening she had frightened him. How the 
sprightly little lass should have felt aggrieved by an accusation 
which seemed to reflect more on her accuser's courage than on 
her modesty requires to be explained. We must gel at the 
facts of the case, therefore, and the be.st way of doing so will 
be to give the man's own statement, verbatim, when he was 
called before the Kirk Session. He declared, so runs the 
minute, that "he came to the Kirk on a Sabbath, and going 
through the Muir home he heard a person say to another. 
'hold afore.' He looked again and saw a person at his foot, 
and he judged it to be Bessy Pethin. He asked her where 
she was going this time of night. After which he came to 
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Barheipe land foot, he heard the sound of a fair, and then he 
heard a dog after a ^heep. He says he knew or he thought it 
to be her by her voice and garment." What it may be asked 
could be the meaning or wherein could lie the slander of such 
a rigmarole of nonsense ? A sentence from the Tabic Talk of 
Luther will probably enable us to answer these questions, 
" The Devil," says Luther, " is so crafty a spirit that he can ape 
and deceive our senses. He can cause one to think he sees 
something which he sees not, that he hears thunder or a 
trumpet which he hears not" The man meant, therefore, to 
say that enchantment and sorcery had been used upon him, 
and that Miss Bessy Pethin, who had perhaps jilted him or 
rebuffed his advances, was the agent of the fiend in that 
diabolic business. Hence Bessy's distress about the damage 
that might be done to her good name, both in the world 
generally and in the matrimonial market particularly. And 
hence her righteous determination not to be squashed by the 
calumnies of a despised or rejected suitor. She made a Session 
case of the storj', therefore, and the case, as presented to the 
Session, seemed a very hard nut to crack. There was, of 
course, such a thing in the world as sorcery, — no man who 
believed in spiritual existence could deny that fact. — and 
although sorceresses were usually old and hagga'd beldames, 
they were not necessarily so. Lucifer had transf<jrmed himself 
into an angel of light, and there consequently was nothing in 
Bessy's youth or beauty to make it impossible that she could 
have been the agent of the evil one. Witnesses were called, 
therefore, and evidence formally taken. The case was then 
referred to the Presbytery, and the Presbytery shewed what a 
grand divine institution a Presbytery is. It evinced no 
hesitation or dubiety in coming to a deliverance, and it spoke 
with no uncertain sound. It at once declared the man 
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guilty of fabricating lies, and ordered him to be rebuked 
publicly." 

Superstition dies hard, and as recently as the year 1 779 
there was a complaint lodged in tlie t Kirk Session of Mauch- 
line,by a merchant, against the wife of another merchant, forus- 
ing maledictions that were regarded as savouring of witchcraft. 
No one now-a-days would think that a malediction has any 
power whatever. How, as Balaam said, can man curse where 
God hath not cursed. But in old times there was in Scotland 
a wide-spread fear of maledictions. The old Papist dreaded 
the curse of the Priest. J The Protestant Congregation, for 
many a day, not less truly dreaded the excommunication of 
the Church as the shutting of the kingdom of heaven against 
men. People even quailed under the imprecations of enraged 
and half-drunken beggars. To lie under a curse seemed a 
sore evil. And in criminal indictments for witchcraft, such 
averments as these were found, — " By your cursings and 
imprecations ye wrang and hurt man and beast, quhilk evil is 
brought to pass by the power and working of (Satan) yjur 
maister." The Mauchline merchant, therefore, was much 



"The Presbytery of Ayr seems always Id have had, on good grounds of course, 
picniy of self-reliance and a high opinion o( ilsown superior wiidom. In 1699 ihe 
Presbyteiy instiucied iis CoromUsioncrs lo the Aascmhly "Iq propose thai tome 
be appoinled to supervise the press at the printing of Ihe Acts of Aswmblj', 
because oi ill grammar which is lo be found in Ihem and also some unoeccsuty 
tellers are added," 

t In (he judicial tcslimony drawn up bf ihe Secedera in 1743, one of the iteps ol 
defection and apostacy cornplained ol, was the repeal of the penal sululei against 
wilchcrafi, ''contrary 10 the express letter of the law of (jod — 'thoushait nolsuflei 
a witch lo live.' " 

I rroleilonl presbyters as well as Popish priests often pronounced from itiK pal- 
[nl solemn curses which were thought to be prophetical. In 160J, Jtdui Welsh, 
lh« Treibyterian, thundered out a curse on Spolswood, who was one of the King's 
chief agents for the inbringing of Episcopacy into the Church. " I denounce," 
he said, " the wrath of an everlasting God againsi him, which assuredly shall laU 
unless U be ptevented." 
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aggrieved that the wife of his brother-in-trade had not only 
defamed him, but had said " that he would not thrive, and that 
all his cattle would die, with other predictions and expressions 
too tedious to mention." So far as the imprecations went, it 
turned out on evidence that the accused had expressed a wish 
that " George Merkiand's cow might die as the other two had 
done which he had lost," and that her reason for expressing 
such an evil wish against a neighbour was the bad treatment 
she had got from Mr. Merkland and his family. The Session 
found tlint nothing had been proved to establish any serious 
charge, and the complaint was accordingly dismissed. The 
accused thereupon turned accuser, and lodged a libel 
" against Agnes Shaw, spouse to George Merkland, and against 
Jean Merkland, their daughter, for having said that she had 
killed two of their cows, and should be bled above the eyes," 
which was the commonly supposed way of making a witch 
powerless, and of undoing the evil she had done. The Session 
would fain have shelved the case, but the libeller forced them to 
go on. The evidence broke down, however, — especially Poosie 
Nansie's, who was one of the witnesses, but swore the wrong way, 
— and the libeller had to desert her cause." The whole story. 



* How closely allied to wilchccaft Ihe practice of physick «a& supposed tu be, 
uioy Uc jiiiigc I from the following exlrnds (lom the Kccutils of Rothesay Kitk 
Session : — t66o, "Tbe Sesstun Rndicg thai thne is a lepoil throw iht counlcie 
Ibat Jeane Campbeit, wife to Robert M 'Conachie, gangs with the fnryes. appointi 
ihe elders 13 lak iryell iheieuf, and how the scandall raise, and to matt report to Ihe 
next Session." It was found that there was no ground fu: the scandal, and this 
was intimated from the pulpit. The woman had bad an illness and vomited her 
food, and she got a "salve to rub on her breast, which was good for comforting 
■he he^rt against scunners," 1661. "Considering that the said Jnnel goes under 
the name o[ a witch or 3 deceiver by undertaking (o heal desperate diseases bv 
hetb& and such like, Ihe Session did discharge the said Janet, io time coining to 
Dse the giving i>( any physiek or herbs to any body under the certiScnlion that site 
shall be esteemed a witch if she so do." A good deal of what wm callril 
wiichctalt long ago would be called quack -doc 10 ring noiv. In 1640 a well, 
meaning woman wns accused by the Session o( (Jalslon of charming and using sutli 
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as I have outlined it, was a miserable, paltry scandal, unworthy of 
repetition, but for tlie interest given to it by its association with 
Jean Merkland. This was the Mauchline belle whom Burns 
pronounced divine. We cannot but think it must have been 
true what the poet's brother said of these belles. They were 
invested with fictitious attributes. But no discredit to the poet 
for that. Well would it be for the world if there were more 
men in it to invest the earth with happy and purifying illu- 
sions — "the consecration and the poet's dream." The sub- 
ject too has practical bearings. For assuredly if the genius 
of the poet has exalted and consecrated so much that was 
commonplace, and made the world look brighter and more 
joyous than it was, much might be done even by our- 
selves to augment the stock of happiness, if we would only 
turn away our own eyes and the eyes of others from what is 
least lovely in people's ways and manners, and bring into 
light what in their conduct and aims is best and purest and 
most praise.vorthy. It is unquestionable thai we all look 
through coloured glass, and well would it be if the glass we 
looked through were bright and roseate rather than blurred 
and muddy — in a word, that we were idealists and optimists 
rather than caricaturists and pessimists. 

The remarks that have just been made on the .subject of 
maledictions will serve to explain several matters regarding 
cursing. The words cursing and swearing are usually coupled 



like devices "with sik biiinetind licislsand dougcs." In 1746 a "docUix" m* 
con!iulled in Gslslon »boul ihe rccoveijr of a sicit child. The " doclrit " atlribalcd 
Ihe cliild's illness 10 a ncighliour whu "had a l»d eye, and could not hel(i It." 
This neighbour was otilered to say, " God uless Ihe child," and to surrender some 
ofhcr hait to be used for 2 charm, which she did. In 1714 a Galslon man was 
lebulieil "tot his scandAlnus and olTensive behaviour in going to consult aiuppoMd 
wiiaril in oriler lo the discover]' of goodi stolen from him." The mua juaCtfied 
his action, and " refused all coQviciion," His rehuke was theTcfore Enlimiitcd 1^ 
Ihe congregation, and he was pulilidy pionouuced a scandalous peroon. 
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together, and the acts of cursing and swearing very commonly 
go together. But the two things are still distinct. To swear is 
to take an oath or vow, and to swear profanely is to take a vow- 
in a profane manner * To curse is to invoke evil. And long 
ago cursing was sometimes regarded as a form of profanity, 
and sometimes as a form of sorcery or what approached to 
sorcery. For instance, there is an Act of the General Assembly 
of date 1699, intituled an act against profaneness, and in this 
act cursing as well as swearing is mentioned. There is little 
doubt tliat this is the common view taken of cursing. But 
cursing was sometimes looked upon as a more serious thing — 
an appointment of some one to divine wrath or misfortune.t 
And in our own Session Records we find one or two cases of 
cursing in this sense of the term. In the year 1677, one Agnes 
Rcid was delated to the Session of Mauchlinc for flyting and 
scolding. Whether Agnes belonged to the witch family of 
Reids there is nothing in the records to indicate, but it is a 
curious fact that a considerable number of the people that in 
Mauchline were long ago censured or delated for cursing and 
imprecating were of the name of Rcid. Letting that pass, 
however, the misconduct of Agnes was inquired into by the 
Session. One witness, **John Adam, being sworn, deponed 
that he heard Agnes say that she should sit down on her bare 



*Iq old Session Records tb<;re is a dittiociion drawn between "sweiriog and 
mansweiring." The former Hitant profanity and the latter perjury. 

t Cursing in that case i» ra:htr a form of witchrrafr thin «/ profanity. Pardovan, 
the Church law>*cr, is discubfting the qucbtion- -What act^are relevant to infer witch- 
craft? says that "when llireaienirigs are *j^cified, t^caring a promise to do a 
particular iii, and when cJiarrus are u>*d to olAain its execution, and when it is 
known that the threatener had a prcf c'iinjj irniiiiiy A'^/xu^y the [x-rv^n thrta^cr.ed/' 
the acts libelled would kcem to l>e relevajjt. JJui to this ot-f^ervatiou he append* a 
remark of his own which the coiiiiuori benwr of in'y'iern time* will heartily appro%e. 
•* It is safer to punish threaten] i*y* with ^jxur milder punish tiieni tlian dea'h, as 
crifiun in iuc genere (that is, as a special oHen^^, called by tlie proper laut^ of 
threatening) and not ak witchcraft*" 



273 Oid Church Life tit Scotland. 

knees every morning and give them God's curse that lakes ye 
maling over yer heads." Janet Richmond deponed that she 
heard Agnes Reid " curse John Fisher and his wife and say- 
God hunt them to death." This was a sample of cursing, not 
in the sense of profane levity, but in the sense of earnest, 
malicious imprecation. The sentence of the Session was that 
"Agnes Reid, being found guilty of cursing and flytinu, be 
rebuked publicly the next day." Another illustration of 
cursing in the sense of malediction is given in a minute of date 
1675. Two women named Heleson Wilson and Bessie Morton 
were delated for flyting and cursing, and evidence was 
produced. "Jean Morton, swome, depont that she saw 
Heleson Wilson sit down on her knees to curse Bessie Morton, 
but heard her not do it." The result was that the two women 
were both found guilty of the minor charge of flyting, and 
" Heleson Wilson confest intended cursing." They were let off, 
therefore, with a sessional rebuke and a certification that if 
they were found flyting again they would have to stand a 
public admonition." 



• SimiUr cases of cursing moy be fonnd in other Session Records. For instance^ 
in 1633, a man appcnicJ before the Kirk Seuinn o\ Dumbarton, and CDnfcKei), 
■bat m his passion of anger, he bad " cursiti ibe Tuika for an ileleinnine and hold, 
ing of John Campbell. soiKir, when the uihers of his companje wcs lakenc, and 
tbat be had wissit ihat he not nuie of his coinpanie soutd cvir cum bomc acMa^ 
and ihal he had wissil nil Dumbartane 10 be in anc fyire." For these evjl wiahcs 
and cursings he WB3 oidained "to stand one l^abbothe bairfootit and Icj^l in the 
haire gounc at the Kirk door, betwixl the second and third bells, and ihainflet in 
the public place of repentance in lym of piciching." 

In 1659 ncasc of blasphemy, which was also very like a case of cursing, cane 
licfore ihe Kirk Session of Kolbessy. A man was accused of having said, " Le| 
God ciihcr mend the weather or destroy It." Tbe man denied he had said ■», 
but sdmitted he hod made tbe philosophic remark, "that if God would not 
mend the weather the earth would be destroyed." Proof that condemned the nun 
WM however forthcoming, and he was ordered to stand In sackcloth till he shewed 
lignt ol ic|>enlance. 

The rullowing ca»e« of cursing appear in ihi: Galslun Kecorils :— tn 1657 inw 
mm allc);cd that anotlier " sat doune on hislinics and wisicJ the judgment of God 
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It may perhaps appear strange that so much importance 
should have been attached to idle imprecations, as if they had 
had some mysterious and miraculous potency. But strange as it 
may appear, the fact is nevertheless certain, that such impreca- 
tions were supposed to have power and to prevail. In 
Luther's Table Talk, which has been already referred to in 
this Lecture, we have a good illustration of the popular 
superstition on this point, — " A man," says Luther, " had a 
habit, whenever he fell, of saying, Devil take me. He was 
advised to discontinue this evil custom lest some day the 
prince of darkness should take him at his word. He promised 
to vent his impatience by some other phrase, but one day 
having stumbled, the old expression escaped him, and he was 
killed upon the spot." We can see, therefore, why impreca- 
tions were made so much of at one time. 

The laws of Moses ordained that whoever cursed his father 
or his mother should be put to death. And in the year i6fii 
the malediction of a parent was made a capital offence in 
Scotland. The act declared that any son or daughter above 
sixteen years of age, who cursed his father or mother, should 
be "put to death without mcrcie." It might have been 
expected, therefore, that some very special ecclesiastical act 
r^arding the cursing of parents would have been in force in 
the Church of Scotland long ago. I am not aware that there 
was any, but my ignorance is not to be counted knowledge. 
The cursing of parents was, nevertheless, regarded and justly 
regarded by Kirk Sessions as a very abominable form of sin. 
In our Session Records there are several cases of people being 

ira '," and in 1675 a woman confessed Ihal she "mBlinsounl " anolhet 

an, and "did it upon h*i bare knies," Even self.cuning was included undei 

the sin ol icnprtcilion. A Galston wonmn hsd in 1653 lo stand oul of her seat in 

ChDTch and subtnii to public rebuke for saying in her butc " ibc Ditol tok hoi if 

evei the knew of such things." 
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called to account for cursing their parents. The language 
libelled in such cases as expressing " horrid imprecations," was 
just the kind of language that unfortunately is too often heard 
at the present day both at street corners and in playgrounds, 
in railway carriages and at Parliamentary elections. But it 
was not allowed to pass unnoticed by Kirk Sessions. In the 
year 1749 a shoemaker was delated to the Session of Mauch- 
line for undutiful behaviour to the minister and for cursing his 
mother. The minutes shew that it was the second of these 
offences that the Session considered ihe more serious, and what 
the Session thought of it may be inferred from the facts that 
the case was submitted to the Presbytery for advice, and the 
shoemaker was thereafter ordained to appear before the 
congregation, in the place of repentance, four several times, 
namely, on the first Sabbaths of July, August, September, and 
October. In a learned book, published in 1835, a Scottish 
antiquarian says, with an air of satisfaction, that "the gradual 
refinement of social intercourse has fortunately expelled those 
oaths and execrations, formerly so much incorporated with 
common converse, or they are heard very seldom from the 
temperate." I heartily wish that I were able to confirm that 
statement, but I fear that although the habit of profane 
swearing may be nearly expelled from some circles of society, 
it is not dying out in the country. On the contrary, in 
descending to a lower level of society, it has become more 
prevalent, and although in our old records we fall in occasion- 
ally with both naughty and blasphemous language, "unfit," as a 
respectable witness under examination by the Mauchline Kirk 
Session said, " to be rehearsed in Christian ears," the sweanng 
of the present day being further down the social scale is more 
filthy and more brutal still." 

* In the Rccuiils ol llie Presbytery of Ayr, 1 finA that tn 1644 a min "Uitlic 
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As might ba expected, there are in our Parish Records 
several instances of people being brought before the Session 
on charges of heresy and schism. Ecclesiastically these are 
very grave offences, and for the "atrocity of their scandal" 
Kirk Sessions are directed not to conclude processes anent 
them without seeking the advice of the Presbytery. In 1694 
a man was delated to the Kirk Session of Mauchline for 
venting erroneous opinions on one of the fundamental doctrines 
of the gospel. The man was a person of indifferent character, 
and at the time he was delated for venting heresy he was 
under scandal for one of the sins of the flesh. He was so far 
straightforward that he did not deny having said the words im- 
puted to him and that they bore a heretical construction, but he 
alleged they were spoken by way of mirthful argument. The 
Session would not accept that statement as a sufficient apology, 
and for his mirthful argumentation and his other offence 
conjoined he was ordered to compear " in publick four several 
Sabbaths successively." 

In 1767 the Session had to deal with a very peculiar case 
of schism. The person charged with the offence was an 
elder, and the off'ence could not be overlooked for this 
reason among others, that it affected the question of the 
constitution of the Kirk Session, To retain the elder in 
the Session would have been absurd as well as wrong, but in 
order to strike him off" the Session, the prescribed form of 



receaved in the Kirk ofMitchlin," compeared bcrore ihe Prcibytery for an iafroc- 
Uon uf Ihe seventh command men I. "And as he wes gcavetj' challenged, did 
confess the sinne of blasphemic in bis diunkenne&s by taking the body, wounds, 
blood, and bread of God in his profane iHoulh, he wiia femilted to the Session of 
Machlin to wtistie the discipline of ibe Kiik." In 1650 another Mituchline man 
desicnaled a " blasphemer " compeared before the Presbytery in saekclolh, and 
having humbly acknowledged his oUeuce, was remitted to the Kirk Seuion of 
Mauchline. 



276 Old Church Life in Scotland 

process had to be gone through. It is pleasant to say that all 
the proceedings in that unhappy business were conducted in 
the most friendly spirit The elder had nothing to object to 
either the doctrines of the Church or the preaching of Mr. 
Auld. Nor had he any complaint against the Kirk Session 
of Mauchline for any thing he had ever seen them do. But 
he was not satisfied with the Presbytery of Ayr. He said that 
when sitting in the Presbytery as ruling elder he had seen mem- 
bers of Presbytery refuse to subscribe the Confession of Faith. 
This statement is so strange that I cannot but think the 
elder must have been under some misconception. The 
records of the Presbytery bear uniform testimony to the Pres- 
bytery's zeal and faithfulness in requiring subscription to the 
Confession of Faith from al! office-bearers in the Church.* But 
one or two things happened in the Presbytery that may 
have been misunderstood and misrepresented. In 1761 
the Presbytery's subscription book was lost, and a new 
one had to be got In 1766 the new subscription book was 
lost also, and Mr. Dalrymple of Ayr, in moving that the 
clerk be examined on oath "as to what he knows about this 
aff'air," stated that "the loss of the old subscription book had 
given occasion to the inventing and spreading of several 
very injurious reports, and that these are likely to be revived 



• Not only did the Prcsbyiery deminil a subscriplion of the Confi-aion of Faiih, 
but for a while she insisted on the sahAcriplion of what is termed in ihc recoidi, 
" the At! assetioty of the divine right of Church Covctnmcnt by Piesbyi erics." 
This so-caJled Act bound subscriben 10 " constancy 10 ihe true principln of the 
covcDinted work of RefoiniBtion in this land," and adherence (o " Pmbylerial 
goveintiient in oppoiilion to . . . Prelacy." Thi* was from 1705 to at loM 
1708 if not laler. In 1717 ihe Presbytery of Auchlerarder required ibeir licentialet 
to subscribe in addition lo ihe Confession of F»ilh ■ formula which ihe Assembly 
declared 10 be "unsound and most detestable," namely ibal it is not orthodox 
(o teach men thai ihcy must forsake ^in in order to iheir cumiag to Cluislaiid 
tDitaUng (bcnuctvea ia coveum with G<kL 
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and confirmed upon the supposed loss of the subscription 
book lately purchased." A student too was that year 
actually licensed to preach, without having signed the con- 
fession, but it was because the subscription book was not forth- 
coming ; and license was granted on the student's express en- 
gagement to sign the formula whenever it should be presented 
to him. After 1767, another thing happened which, if it had 
happened before that date fand something like it may have 
happened), would have completely explained the dissatisfaction 
of the Mauchline elder with what he saw in the Presbytery. 
Between 1 770 and 1780 Mr. Dalrymple, who in 1 766 
seemed so concerned about the "injurious reports" that had 
arisen on the "loss of the subscription book," repeatedly 
objected to the subscription of the formula, on the ground 
that that subscription had never been legally enjoined by the 
Church. His contention, as appears from a minute of Pres- 
bytery, dated June, 1771, was that "the questions and formula 
of subscription contained in the Act of Assembly, 171 1, were 
not regularly transmitted to the different Presbyteries in Scot- 
land, or at least did not receive the consent of a majority of , 
them, without which it can be no standing law of this Church."* 
I may mention here that the Presbytery of Ayr, while zealous 
in the matter of requiring subscriptions to the Confession of 
Faith from those that held office in the church, was kindly con- 
siderate and tender with all that were troubled with any diffi- 
culties or doubts in regard to any of the multitudinous 
articles embraced in the Confession. In 1750 the Presbytery 
minuted "that students may be allowed modestly to pro- 
pone the difficulties that may occur to them as to their subscrib- 
ing some articles in the Confession of Faith, and that the Pres- 



* fat notice of Mr. DRirymple see Appendix B, 
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bytery may give their opinion as to the weight and importance 
of them, in order to their satisfaction and the candidate's." In 
connection with this matter a curious passage at arms occurred 
in 1771 between Mr. Auld and the Presbytery, which looks Hke 
a sequel to the case of schism in Mauchline four years before, 
and is not so well cleared up in the Presbytery records as one 
could wish. Mr. Auld was as rigid as a mast, and he was 
orthodox to the mast head. He would not stand evasive 
answers to plain questions, and if he got the least scent of 
heresy, or of views divergent from what he considered the in- 
flexible standards of immutable truth, he would have a thor- 
ough exploration. At the licensing of a student in 1771 there 
had been some haggling over one or more of the questions 
that Mr. Dalrymple complained of for being unlawfully put 
to such as are to be licensed. The matter had been got 
over, however, and license was granted. But Mr. Auld, 
minister of Mauchline, dissented from the Presbytery's 
procedure, " because when the second question appointed 
to be put to candidates was put to Mr, S, he, in answer, 
declared that there were some expressions in the Con- 
fession of Faith, which he either did not understand or was 
not satisfied with, and when Mr. Auld insisted that the 
Moderator should ask Mr. S. what these expressions were, the 
Presbytery thought fit to refuse to put such a question, and he 
apprehended if such an answer were sustained by Presbyteries 
the same answer might be given to the Alcoran." This 
was the entry made on behalf of Mr. Auld, but the Pres- 
bytery, " in justification of themselves and of their licentiate, 
appointed it to be recorded that the question, as stated 
by Mr. Auld in his dissent, to be put to Mr. S., was 
not so proposed by him to the Presbytery, and that he had 
given an imperfect account of the res gestae in this matter." 
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If Mr. Auld misunderstood what he saw and heard in the 
Presbytery, and failed to perceive distinctions that made 

all the difltrrence between regular and irregular procedure, much 
more may his elder in 1766 have done so. But, in justice to 
both Mr. Auld and the elder, it must be admitted that neither 
is the alleged non-subscription of the Confession before 1767, 
nor the answering of the questions in 1771 fully explained. 

To return, however, to the case of the elder. If what he alleged 
was correct (but that must be held doubtful), the Presbytery 
had committed an irregularity, and could have been brought 
to book.' [n 1790 tile General Assembly found the conduct 



* In oae of Burns' letters, of dale 7th February, 1790, the rollowing passag 
occurs, " Vou must have heard how the Rev. Mi. Lawson, of Kirkmahoe, seconded 
by the Rev. Mr. KilpBliick, d[ Dunscore, snd the r«t of that (action, have accused 
ID foTQial process the uaforluDate and Rev. Mr. Heron of Rirkgunzeon, that in 
ordaining Mr. Neilson to the cure of souls in Kirkbean he, the said Mr. Heron. 
reloniously and treasonably bound the said Neilson to the Confe&aion of Faith, !» 
far as il wai agretabU h riamn and the Word ef God," In regard to this 
case, the Clerk of the Tiesbytery of Dumfries has Tumished me with full 
particulars from the Presbytery records. The otdinniion at Kirkbean look 
place on the I7lh Sep., 17S9, and the minute bears that Mr. Neilson 
gave satisfactory answers to the questions appointed to be put to such as are to be 
ordained. The clerk had not a copy of the Confession of Faith with him, but Mr. 
Neilson signed at next meeting of Presbj'tery. No notice of any irregularity 
in the procedure was taken tit! the ind Feb. 1790, when Mr. Lawson informed the 
Presbytery that Mr, Heron, in pulling to Mr. Neilson the question, " do you sin- 
cerely own and believe the whole doctrine contained in the Confession of Faith," 
added the words meotioned above by Bums. Mr. Lawson then made a motion, 
and required that Mr. Heron should be heard ou it, but Mr. Heioo declared " he 
was there as a judge, and would not be interrogated as a party, that he was not 
ashamed of his conduct at Kirkbean, would not retract a word he had said, and 
would answer everything in its proper place." At their next meeting in April the 
Presbytery pronounced their judgment on the matter as follows, " Approve highly 
of the attention Mr. Lawson bos paid to the standards of this Church, but 
considering the present circumstances of the case they do not judge 
Mr. He ran censurable, disapprove, however, of every deviation from 
the questions appointed by the law of this Church to be put to ministers at their 
ordination, and recommend to all the ministers ot the Presbytery lo pay due atten- 
tion to these laws, and for that purpose appoint their clerk in all future cases lo 
fnmish the minister who shall be appointed 10 preside, with the Acts of Ihii Chnrch 
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of a Presbytery in Forfarshire unjustifiable and deserving of 
censure in proceeding to settle a minister without requiring 
him to sign the Confession of Faith and Formula. And had 
the Mauchlinc elder complained to the Assembly in 1767 of 
the conduct of the Presbytery of Ayr in dispensing with sub- 
scriptions required by law, he would doubtless, if the facts he 
stated had been found true, have brought down censure on the 
Presbytery. But the elder took what he thought a simpler and 
less troublesome course. Instead of calling down fire from 
heaven on the offenders, he went to another church, and, in the 
words of our Session Records, "joined himself to the Seceding 
congregation." The Session, in dealing with him, proceeded 
with the greatest deliberation, and gave him ample time to re- 
consider his resolution, and to change his mind, if he saw fiL 
It was on the Sth of March, 1767, that proceedings against him 
were instituted, and on the 3rd December the following deliver- 
ance was minuted : — "Compeared John Smith. The Session 
having read to him the minutes relating to this affair, he was 
talked with in a friendly manner as to the reason and grounds 
of his secession from the Church, and his deserting his office of 
eider in this congregation, are unanimously of opinion that 
they ought to depose him of his office, but delay their final 
judgment till their meeting on the first Thursday of January." 
On the first Thursday of January the affair was delayed till the 
first Thursday of February, and what was done then wc can 
only conjecture, for there is a blank in the records from 7th 
January to 3rd March. The Session plainly did not wish to 
take extreme measures — but extreme measure; cnuld not be 
averted. 

The common way of dealing with seceders in Mr. Auld's 



coniaining these qaealiou." Theincguliiajwoald thaiMcin to hare beeoaolM 
intended diuegktd of the lav of ibe Church. 
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day WIS to let them alone. If people chose to separate them- 
selves from the services of the Parish Church, they were allowed 
to do so, and depart in peace. But if they afterwards applied 
to the Kirk Session for testimonials they had to submit their 
conduct to investigation and scrutiny* In the year 1775, for 
instance, a shoemaker named Fisher applied to the Session for 
a testimonial of good behaviour, but the answer he got was 
that the "Session could not grant his desire until he gave them 
satisfaction as to the sin of schism, viz. : of following the 
Moravians and Burgers, etc., wherewith they are informed he 
is chargeable," Besides Mr. Fisher there was another schis- 
matic in the Parish in 1775. This was John Richmond in 
Bargour. He seems never to have troubled the Session, and 
the Session seems never to have troubled him. His name was 
placed on the list of those to whom tokens were to be refused, 
and the reason of the refusal was stated to be schism, but I 
have failed to find any other notice of him in the Records. 
He was just quietly struck off the roll for a reason that the 
Session, if called upon, would be prepared to vindicate, but he 
was not subjected to any sort of scandal by a summons to 
appear before the Session. This is what we may call the 
beginning of that toleration which Mr. Tod, in his statistical 



'At an earliei date course was lakeii wilh dissenlers. The following minute 
occurs in ihe iccotds of lli< Presbytery of Ayr lor 1708:— "The Piesbytefj hiving 
got! an account tram brethren of disorders commilleJ in their bounds by Mr. 
Farquhar, did order their Clerk to write lo the Clerlt of the Commission that ihe 
toid Mr. Farquhar. upon a Sabbath in one or other «l the day* of April last, 
preached within the paroch of Galstone, and upon ihe Thursday thereafter he 
preached in tbc pii-Kh of Dalgain without a cull from the minister or eldership of 
ihete paroches." This tninule may be explained by Act of Assembly 1708, No. 
VI., for suppressing schism, which states infir alia that the Assembly " refers the 
disorders and schism a tical courses of Mr. James Farquhar, minuter of Tyrie, J)c.. 
entirely to ihe Commission . ■ ■ hereby empowering the Commission to call 
these perMins before them, and lo censure them ai Ihey shall be found lo descive." 
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account of the Parish, declared to be so pleasant a feature in 
the Parochial life fifty years ago.' 

There is only one other matter I have now to refer to. In 
1680, a man named John Aird appeared before the Session of 
Mauchline and acknowledged his guilt and scandal "in taking 
the bond." The minute adds that he was rebuked and 
absolved. !t is hard to say what category this offence should 
be placed under. Aird himself probably thought his taking 
the bond was an act of some kind of schism. The Bond was 
an Erastian document. It was drawn up by the Lords of 
Council in 1677 with the view of binding people to keep aloof 
from conventicles and have no intercourse with vagrant 
preachers or outed ministers. The excitement created by its 
publication and by the descent of the Highland Host to 
enforce subscriptions to it was indescribable. Papers were 
drawn up by Spiritual Independents to shew how illegal 
and sinful was its tenor, and several persons who had been 
persuaded to sign it made afterwards a solemn recantation 
of their deed and professed their sorrow for having ever put 



• Religious tolerance, hovfCTcr, was but in its Infancy last cenluiy. In 1769 • 
DisEcnlcr in MauL^liline commiitnl suiciile, and the Session Clerk had ncluatly the 
malignitf to exult over the occurrence. In the Regislec of Deaths he intcMcd m 
U^e text, as if announcing Ihc iinrucdiaie doom of dissent, " Hugh Campbell, 
A SecEDEB, CUT HJS OWN THROAT, jKD JANUARY." This eiWaordinary enlry, 
standing out in great characlcis in the middle of a page, may be seen by any vidtOT 
al the Register House, Edinburgh. 

Mt. Dun in one of his volumes o( sermons (1790) says :— " We were moct 
publicly lold in the General Assembly 17S4 thai there were about 400.003 disscDteit 
in Scotland. This seems lo ariie, isl, l-'tom the degeneracy of the human heart ; 
2nd, Men licensed to preach the gospel who might lie very useful at Johnny Groal'* 
house, but are very unfit for Ihe High Church of Edinburgh, and yet ibey mint be 
settled where the patron pleases." Dr. M'Kelvie shews clearly enough huw diueni 
grew in Scotland, It was not from the gradual reci^nilicn of any leligious 01 
ecclesiastical principle, but from dtsEalisfaction with something or other in the 
Parish Church— the scltlemenl of a minitlet— (he tinging of paraphrases — inlima- 
licMit from the polpii of civil acts, etc., etc. 
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their names to so odious a paper. But it was nevertheless 
a bold proceeding on the part or the Session of Mauchline 
to administer rebuke to a man for signing a bond required by 
the State and to record in their minutes that such a rebuke 
was given. It is not to be wondered at that Mr. Veitch was 
sometimes called by his betters to account for his conduct" 

I may state, however, that in the time of the civil troubles 
political misconduct was a frequent subject of ecclesiastical 
censure. Common history tells how men like Montrose and 
M'Donald were excommunicated, md how their sentence of 
excommunication was publicly intimated over all the country, 
and the records of church courts tell how smaller offenders in 
the same or a similar line were dealt with. In 1646 the 
Church courts were particular vigilant in looking after political 
miscreants. The Laird of Underwood was that year brought 
to book by the Presbytery of Ayr "for taking of a protection 
for himself and family from the publict enemie." t To some 
people this might seem a common act of prudence, but it 
was not so accounted by the covenanting clergy, and the 
Laird was " remitted to his minister for tryal of his sense of 
that ainne," and on giving satisfaction he was to be " received 
in his own seat." The same year there was a man called 



* In Ihe account of James Vciich's oiinialry in Mauchline ii is said ihal in 1681 
tie was accused ol having excummunicaled people for signing Ihc bond. The 
accusation had not been entirely gcoundless. He had rebuked people foi signing 
the bond, and absolved theoi when they confeucd their ]>eDilence. Apropos or 
Spiiilua) Independence there is a very curious grievance refened to in the Presby- 
tery Records. In 1715 the Comniissioners to the General Assembly Itom Ihe 
Presbytery of Ayr were inBlnicteil to represent lo the Assembly " thai addressing 
of the house of Peers in the common form is straitening to oui consciences, and 
am refusing ought not lo be improven against us." 

\ Montrose's troops were in command of the country after the battle ol Kiliytb, 
in August, 1645. And Baillie says it was " marvellous how few hanilfuls of the 
enemy went through Ayrshire, etc., without any opposition, but H general submis- 
lion of all who did not flee.' 
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before the Kirk Session at Fenwick "for making nnerchandise 
with the enemy," and another for "subscribing a bond with 
the enemy for protection." And the Maiichline people were 
as much cowed as their neighbours by the "handfuls" of 
Montrose's troopers. In September, 1646, the Minister, Mr. 
Thomas Wyllie, "wes desired by the Presbytery to intimat a 
day of publict humiliation to be keiped in the Ktrk of Machlin 
for the whole Parochinars, for taking away the sinne of 
complying with the publict encmie, by taking a general 
protection from them." The Galston folks, too, were led into 
good deal of sin by the enemy's temptations. For buying 
plundered goods from the enemy, several persons in that Parish 
had to make public confession of a fault, and one man was 
ordained to " bring the goods to the kirk and let them lye 
there till they be owned." Another fellow was summoned to 
the Session for "staying of a bull in the lime of confusion." 
To that sin he was charged with adding the further sin of slan- 
der, in accusing another person of being art and part with him 
in the butchery. And so, for these two offences conjoined he 
had very properly to make public appearance in church, and 
pay the pi ice of the bull. 

After the Revolution, some of the sins and defections in the 
previous times of persecution were brought by the Church 
Courts to remembrance. In 1693 one Muir of Bruntwood 
compeared before the Session of Galston, and, having stated 
how in "the lait tymcs" he had been induced to swear and 
subscribe the Test, "did publicly, before the Session and several 
others sitting with them in the Session, express the sense he 
had of that horrid sin, and his willingness to make profession 
of the same in the most public place of the church if it mi^t 
be judged more for the glory of God, and if the Church had 
seen fit to lay down such a method for removing .such scandaH" 



Church Discipline in Olden Times, 285 

This Test, it may be explained, was first appointed in 168 1 
to be subscribed by the occupants of certain offices, civil and 
military, and was again in 1685 appointed to be subscribed by 
all Protestant heritors and tacksmen over eighteen years 
of age. Under pretence of securing religion against the 
machinations of Papists and Fanatics, it opened, as Wodrow 
says, " a gap for Popery, by renouncing the national covenant, 
the great bulwark of Scotland against that wicked idolatry, 
and obliging the swearers to receive a Papist successor." 
Hence the public horror of the Test, and the public outcry 
against those that signed it, as well as the public demon- 
stration made over all recantations of subscription. It 
need scarcely be said therefore that Mr. Muir was leniently 
dealt with, if not somewhat puffed up, by his Session for his 
declaration of contrition, and very soon afterwards his name 
was placed on a list of suitable persons for the Eldership 
in Galston. 

It will now be seen that the old discipline of the Church 
had a wide range. The number and variety of offences that 
Kirk Sessions took cognisance of were well nigh infinite. 
And in next lecture it will be shewn that Kirk censures were 
both numerous and varied also. 
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LECTURE VI. 



CHURCH DISCIPLINE IN OLDEN TIMES. 

Censures — Rebukes — Sometimes in private and sometimes before Congregation — 
Delinquent sometimes stood in his own seat— Sometimes in the public place 
of Repentance — Sometimes in his usual clothing and sometimes in sackcloth — 
Repeated compearances for rebuke, called a course of repentance — Cautioners 
for compearance and for subsequent conduct — Bands for good behaviour — 
Disuse of cutty stool —Excommunication — Corporal and pecuniary punish- 
ment — Session Bailies — ^Joggs — Fines— Warnings — Deference paid to Kiik 
Sessions— Cases of Disrespect and Disobedience — Aid of Magistrate needed — 
Insolence to the Session — State of Parochial morality at different dates — 
Street fight in Mauchlinc bet^ieen a merchant and a lawyer, with the Bailie 
looking on — Village Rowdyism— Poosie Nansie and her household — Social 
progress —Causes to which progress is due — Grounds of hope for the future. 

Two lectures have already been devoted to the Kirk Session 
as the Parochial court of ecclesiastical discipline. The first 
of these lectures was occupied with an account of the institution 
and constitution of Kirk Sessions, and of their modes of 
inquisition. The second lecture was intended to shew the 
scope and extent of the Kirk*s jurisdiction, or in other words 
the different kinds of offences that Kirk Sessions took cog- 
nisance of in olden times. In this lecture we have to consider 
the several forms of censure and punishment that Kirk Sessions 
cither directly inflicted or caused to be inflicted, and the 
measure of respect in which the authority of Kirk Sessions 
was held by the community. 

Rebuke was always part of the Session's censure. And 
rebuke was administered in different ways. Sometimes it was 
administered in private, that is in presence of the Kirk Session 
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only. But in some cases when it was administered in private 
it was afterwards publicly announced from the pulpiL At 
other times when the offence was of a heinous character, or had 
been aggravated by repetition or other circumstances, the 
rebuke was dehvered in face of the congregation. And 
old Session Records shew, what is not generally known to 
have been the fact, that in old times (say from 1600 to 1650 or 
a little later) public rebukes were administered in three different 
ways, according to the amount of scandal created by the 
offence. Sometimes the delinquent stood up in his own seat, 
made confession of his sin, and was reprimanded. At other 
times he had to present himself in front of the pulpit for ad- 
monition. And when the scandal was great he had to mount 
an elevated stand, technically designated the public place of re- 
pentance, and commonly called the repentance stool. In later 
times this threefold classification of public rebukes was not 
observed. Public censures came to be more and more con- 
fined to the graver class of offences, and the subjects of such 
censures had generally, if not always, to stand in the public 
place. 

In one of his letters written on a Sunday morning in July, 
1786, Burns states that he was that day going to put on sack- 
cloth and ashes in Mauchline church— not literally, for his offence 
did not require such an amount of degradation — but meta- 
phorically in the sense of humbling himself in public, But he 
adds, " I am indulged so far as to appear In my own seat" " 

* As I was in (he acl oi revising Ihis leclure, I was faDnoured with a visit from 
an American, who said he was informed that I possessed the cutly slool on which 
Buthi utond before the congregHticin of Mauchiinc, and he was curious to see such 
an inlerc&ling relic of a great man ! ! I a^ked if he himself was a poel, but he 

A collector of local traditions about Burns (Rev, Dr. Pollock, Kingston, 
Claseow), wrote in 1859 (hat some wiseacres in Mauchline look it into their heads 
thai il would be a ^ranil "spec " to have an assonmcnt of snufT boxes moilc out of 



Old Church Lije in Scotland. 



And Burns correctly describes hi 
own seat s 
tury, or ev 



lis permission to stand in his 
an indulgence. Had he lived and sinned a cen- 
half a century, earlier, it is doubtful if any such 
ould have been made to him. It was about 1736 
that favours of this kind began to be extended in Mauchline 
Parish to sinners of Burns's type, and at thnt time the allow- 
ance of the favour, together with a narrative of the circum- 
stances under which it was voted, was specially recorded in 
the Session minutes. For instance, on the 2nd May, 173G, it 
was minuted that the minister, Mr. Maitland, informed the 
Session that a man " had spoke with him and proposed to give 
six pounds Scots to the poor, and stand in his father's seat 
twice." The Session, it is then added, did, after reasoning on 
this tempting proposal, agree that the man " should appear 
two days in his father's seat," and pay a penalty of ten shill- 
ings sterling. This was not precisely what the man offered ; 
but after a little haggling the Session modified their terms, 
and allowed the man to expiate his offence to the Church by 
the payment of £^ Scots, and penance in his father's seat twut, 
that is forenoon and afternoon, on one Sabbath. In 1698 a 
small laird in Mauchline Parish had the hardihood to make 
trial of the Session's squeezability. He represented his desire 
to be relieved of a scandal he lay under, but " refused to goe to 
the pillar, pretending that he had made a promise against it" 
His alleged conscientious scruples were disregarded, however, 
by the Session, and the " laws of the Church " were explained 
to him. Two months later the Session recorded that the latnl 
had repeatedly shifted them with frivolous excuses and con- 



the old Repenunce Stool, " ai&ociateil as it had been with a solemn eveni in tbe 
hittoryof the Puet." Adim Arniciur, a brother of Mn. Burns, accurdiDglj gM 
posteision of the itool, but it was found jo wonn-caien rb.it it mugnod for notlii^. 
In point of Tact, however, Burns never hod tout onihe Mauchline Repcnimce stool. 
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tumacies which they would no loiiijer tolerate. It was there- 
fore agreed that he should be formally cited " to compear on 
the common place of repentance against the next Lord's day." 
The laird did not make his appearance next Sabbath as re- 
quired, and the officer complaired that in serving the Session's 
citation he had been "mocked and flouted " by the laird. This 
was voted contempt of court, and the laird was handsd over to 
the tender mercies of the civil magistrate.' 

The practice of Kirk Sessions in the matter of censures was 
never at any period uniform all over the Church. What is 
expedient has sometimes to be considered as well as what is 
lawful. And expediency is a matter on which there will 
always be differences of opinion. While the Kirk Session of 
Mauchline in 1698 thought it very expedient that stubborn 
purse-proud people should be brought to their senses, the 
Kirk Session of Fenwick about the -same date thought it more 
expedient to give way to the stiff humours of mulish parish- 
ioners. In 1G93 they minuted a resolution regarding a man 
accused of using profane language, that "he being of a stifTc 
proud humour should only be rebuked before the Session." 
But this ill-judged leniency, as might have been foreseen, 
emboldened other sinners to assume high and proud airs, and 
not long afterwards the Session had to minute regarding a 
different offender that "considering the bad humour of the 
said Robert," his sentence was deferred. 

One of a score of complaints given in to the Presbytery of 
Ayr against the minister of Maybole in 1718 washis "conniving 
at scandals in allowing some persons secret unusual corners to 



* In 169S a schoolm&slei applied to the Presbytery of Ayr for leave lo lland in 
his own .iieiil irhen undergoing a public admnnitiiHi, but he wis ordered to go to Ibc 
public place of repentance. 
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appear in, though people of the very commonest sort, without 
minding something to the poor in such a case." This com- 
plaint implied that the Parishioners of Maybole would have 
had no objection to dispensations from the repentance stool 
provided that the persons so indulged had been made to suffer 
somewhat more in penalty for the good of the poor. And that 
was the feeling in Mauchline Kirk Session in 1736. But in 
1766 a Mauchline man wished to draw the Kirk Session a 
little farther out He offered a handsome present to the poor, 
if the Session would release him from appearing before the 
Congregation at all. That offer, however, was rejected by Mr. 
Auld as being overmuch mercantile in its character, and 
the man was ordered to satisfy the Church in public as other 
offenders in the like condemnation did. 

I have said that it was customary, during at least the first 
half nf the seventeenth century, to allow some offenders, whose 
scandals were not of the grossest, to do public penance in their 
own scats. Instances of this are to be found in the Session 
records both of Fenwick and Galston. In 1650 a Galston dame 
was delated to her Session for "raileing on ye Ladic Barr, 
cursing, swearing, and divilish passione." She had the can- 
dour to confess all she was charged with, and she was ordained 
to give " signs of repentance out of her awin seatt the next 
Lorde's day," with certification that " the first tyme she sould 
be fund in the lyk sche sould stand lu-ich." Other offenders, I 
said, had to appear in front of lli( pulpit for public rebuke. At 
one period this was the common place for the repentance stool. 
Mr. Merer states that in the beginning of last century the 
usual position of " the stool or bench of penance was under the 
precentor's desk." But it was nut so always. It had once 3 
higher elevation. And during the period that the church 
" pillar" was the conspicuous object in church, there were some 
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favoured offenders that were allowed to stand "laigh," and be ' 
rebuked in front of the pulpit. In 1644 there was a slanderer 
in Galston ordained " to give signs of his grieff at the pulpit 
foot the next Sabbath day, because he war ane auld man." In 
1676, a man who had been convicted of mending his 
sack on a Sunday, was appointed by the same Session to be 
publicly rebuked "in the body of the kirk near the pulpit." 
And in 1693 we read of a young couple in Galston, who had 
been married under a cloud, and for that scandal were made to 
stand several days "in a place before the pulpit": not the 
public place, but a place just a little less public* 

The place, however, where delinquents had commonly to stand 
when undergoing public rebuke, was what was called the re- 
pentance stool. The expression stool is apt to convey to the 
modern reader an erroneous impression, as if it were a tall, 
three-legged seat like what lawyers' clerks are perched on at 
the present day. Neither in structure nor situation were re- 
pentance stools always of one pattern. In the latter days of 
the old church of Mauchline the repentance stool, so far as I 
can learn, was just a common pew, a little exalted above its 
neighbours, and situated on the left hand of the pulpit under 
the drop of the west gallery. At an earlier period repentance 
stools were much more conspicuous objects. They were 
generally, if not always, " high places," and in old records they 
are so designated. The sentence pronounced on Paul Methven 
by the General Assembly in 1566 was that he be "planted in 
the public spectacle above the people in tyme of s 



*As far back as 1JS3 ihc Geneml AsMinibly appointed Mi. David Russell, baitie 
□r SI. Andrews, for calling ihe Presbytery a "rabble," and using atheT " outiageuos 
words," to appear " before the pulpit, in the paioche Kick of St. Androis, before 
noon, alter the sermon, and immediately before the prayer," and there make con- 
fession that he hud " heavily oRcndii his God and sclindent the haiii Kirk of (iod 
within this realmc." Buuk of Univ. Kick. 
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the Kirk of Edinburgh on two preaching days. How elevated 
the public place in Galston church was, may be inferred from 
several minutes that appear in the Session records of that 
parish. In 1635 "the Session gave libertie to Matthew Ross 
and John Walker in fialstoii to set up ane seat and dask to 
themselves under the repentance stools at the north-west kirk 
doore." In 1675, again, there was a delinquent who pled be- 
fore the same Session " his inabilitie to stand high in the public 
place, by reason of a distemper in his head, and desired humbly 
that they would allow him to stand laigh in any place of the 
church they pleased." " The Session, it is recorded, acceded 
to the man's request and " appointed a chair to be set at the 
foot of the stair of the public place the next Lord's day," In 
Fenwick, also, the old repentance stool must have been a high 
place, for in 1674 there was an order given by the Session of 
that Parish that one of two delinquents should stand below 
and the other in the public place. And from what is stated in 
the records ot the Presbytery of Ayr, it is evident that the re- 
pentance stool in Monkton Church, both before and after 1650, 
was a .small gallery " above the kirk doors." 

There were some churches in which the public place 
of repentance was furnished with different rooms or 
stances to indicate different grades of infamy. In the old 
Session Records of Perth there is a minute of date 1605 ordain- 
ing that " a more public place of repentance be biggit with 
all diligence, and in it certain degrees, thai therein offenders 
may be distinguished and better discerned both by their place 

• The (cnn by which the public place of tcpeniance was in very old limes com- 
■DgDly designnled, was the pilUr. In t59t it wax mi&uled by the Session uT Ihe 
West Kirk, Edinburgh, (hat "John llowi-sonc and John Cairns had agreit for Imt 
handrelh maiks in big ye lafl and a pillar for " misdocrs. If this pillar was a high 
and an unrenced sland we can &ee hu jv svmK people, like the CaUton man in 167J, 
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and habit" But the threefold classification of public rebukes 
already described superseded the necessity in Ayrshire of 
" degrees " in the place of repentance. Some offenders were 
made to " stand heich," others were allowed to " stand 
laigh." Some that "stood laigh" had to do so in front 
of the pulpit, and others were allowed to do so 
at their usual place of sitting. In all churches, however, 
the gravity of a man's offence was indicated by the dress in 
which he appeared for rebuke. As a rule, people came up for 
admonition in their very best church clothes, but in cases of 
grievous scandal they were required to appear in sackcloth or 
linen sheets. An entry in our Session Records shews that in 
Mauchline there was in 1686 a sum of £2 5s. expended on 
"harn to be a sackcloth and the making of it."* In 1748 
another sackcloth was got and the making of it cost £ I 13s. fid. 
The discontinuance of sackcloth as a penitential garb is 
nowhere that I remember referred to in our Session Records, 
and it is certain that as recently as 1781 an offender appeared 
in Mauchline Church in that dishonoured and uncomfortable 
habiliment. InGalston there wore at least two robes of shame, 
and in 1676 two sinners were appointed to appear in Galston 
Church, " the one with the sackcloth gown and the other with 
the sheets." Hut whether there was much difference in the 
infamy of these respective dresses is not made clear. In 1626 
a Galston damsel appeared "in the pubUct place of repentance 
with ane uther habite than was enjoined to her be the I 
Session," and therefore for this act of disobedience she was J 
"ordainit to apeir the next day in sackcloth or in ane window ' 
claith."t 



* In the (JilsioD recoids iui 1&4Z there is bd cnliy " far harden In be 
]8(,, inair for Ihe making iheiEof 6s." 
+ In 1573 Ihc General Assfemlily ordained that great men dMerving sackcbthl 
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And whether arrayed in window claith or sackcloth, 
or attired in their best silks and broad cloth, it was not once 
only that offenders had to appear in public. They were 
appointed to undergo wh^t was termed "a course of repen- 
tance." The minimum number of compearances required in the 
case of particular offences was specified in acts of the General 
Assembly, but when there was no satisfactory sign of 
humiliation and penitence the compearance was ordered to be 
continued longer.' And Kirk Sessions were very chary in 
accepting professions of repentance. In 1708 Mr Maitland 
reported to the Session of Mauchline that a certain person 
under scandal, and with whom he had been appointed to 
converse, shewed "some seeming sense of sin with some small 
knowledge."! This was not thought sufficient to warrant 
absolution, and the delinquent was therefore appointed to 

shouli! be made 10 wear Ihe same as well as Ihe poor, and that no superintendent 
should dispense therewith for a "pecunial composition." Women would Hinietirae* 
fun have coveted their heads wilh a plaid when they stood in the place of 
penitence, but remorseless Kiik Sessions luthlessly ordered plaids to be removcil 
on such great occa^ons.— .4i;i'rf((n Riterds. 

* An Act of Assembly, 164S, appointed public compearances [0 be made in some 
easel on three, in others on six, in others on twenty-six, in othcn on Ihirty-nine, 
and in cases of incest or murder, on Gfly-two Sablialhs, if "the magJsttale do not 
his duty in punishing such crimes capitally." In inflicting censures I'resbyteries 
were occasionally a shade more merciful than Kirk Sessions were inclined to be. 
In 1697. a man from Cumnock craved leave (rum the Presbyleiy oF Ayr 10 appear 
belore the Congregation twice in one day "for his more speedy alisolution." 
The circumstances were peculiar. The Parish was vacant, and there was preaching 
only at rare intervals. The Presbytery thought Iherelore that Ihe request might 
be granted, if the Session found that it was " not offensive to the cnngiegalion. " 
The inferior Court asserted its independence, and " found it not expedient to 
follow ihe Presbytery's mind, as not being an ordinary practice." Thai wa» 
exceeding ihe Presbytery's remit, and the Session were told in reply [hat the 
Preibylery ■'disliked their carriage.' 

t In 1692 the Galslon Session linding a delinquent " grossly ignorant, and so, 
out of case 10 give moral evidence of his repentance, delayed his absolulion for 
some lime and enjoined him lo go to Ihe minister la his own chamber for 
inftmct Ion , " 
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submit to another admonition. The same year a young 
married couple were ordered to submit to rebuke one day 
in public and " to \y under the rebuke for some time until 
their walk appear more suitable after their sin." In 1693 
an ill doer in this Parish was continued under scandal for 
several months, although she had previously stood publicly 
in the church in sackcloth for nine several Sabbaths! 
In 1749 a roguish shoemaker in the village had the 
effrontery or the satirical humour, it is hard to ssy which, to 
apply to the Session for a certificate of good behaviour. The 
shoemaker, however, brought coals of fire on his head by this 
presumptuous petition, for the minister informed the elders that 
the petitioner had been guilty of " undutiful carriage towards him 
(Mr. Auld) in time of catechising and visiting." The Session 
thereupon authorised the minister to grant the shoemaker such 
a testimonial as an undutiful member of the congregation de- 
served. That would just have been a ccrtiiicate of impudence. 
But no sooner had this dry courtesy been condescended on than 
something else came unexpectedly to the Kirk Session's ears. 
Information was lodged that the son of Crispin had not only 
been disrespectful to his minister but had been guilty of gross 
insolence to his own mother ; and when this report was inves- 
tigated it was found that the shoemaker had repeatedly cursed 
the old lady with horrid imprecations, and had on one occasion 
aggravated the offence by committing it on a Sabbath day. 
Instead of a dainty testimonial, therefore, the shoemaker was 
provided with a seat on the repentance stool for four successive \ 
Sabbaths, and got the benefit of an admonition from the pulpit 
in face of the congregation. 

As affording a sample of rigorous discipline, the following 
minute from the records of the Presbytery of Ayr may be 
quoted. The date of the minute is 1643, and the sin confessed 
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was a heinous breach of the Seventh Commandment "Com- 
peared Y Z and confessed .... He was removit and 
enjoined to return clad in sackcloth and mak his confession. 
quhilk he did in humilitie upon his knies, the Moderator 
{jravclie laying his sinne to his charge by reason of age and 
gray haires. He was removit ye second tymc, and returning 
in the same habite of sackcloth he was enjoined to give signs 
of his unfeigned repentance in the public in his paroch kirk, 
clad in sackcloth, and to stand at the kirk door in the same 
habit of sackcloth from the second bell to the third, and 
theirafter to present (him in) the public place of repentance, 
and to enter thereinto ye nixt Lord's day, and to continue 
from Sabbath to Sabbath after the said order enjoined, by the ' 
space of sex months according to the order of the Kirk of 
Scotland." At the end of the six months he appeared before 
the Presbytery for absolution, but for vitiating an act of the 
Kirk Session of Craigie he was ordered to stand two days 
more "in the habite of sackcloth without ane hatt on his head 
or band about his craig. As also, that after the same manner 
he appear at the next meeting of Presbyterie in Ayr and 
present himself in the public place of repentance, and that 
upon signs of unfeigned penitence he be received by the 
brether." 

A very notable feature in old processes of discipline was the 
requirement of certain cautions from delinquents. These cau- 
tions were of two kinds, or more strictly speaking they were 
given for two purposes. When people were convicted of scan- 
dals long ago they were not all at once admitted to repentance, 
as the phrase was. They had usually to lie under scandal for 
some time and bemoan their sins in seclusion from Christian 
society. After being convicted of scandal they were required 
therefore to find a cautioner that they would, when called upon. 
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appear before the Kirk Session and satisfy the Church. The 
following summary of a case that came before the Kirk Session 
of Galston in 1643 will give a fair illustration of the usual form 
of procedure in matters of discipline during the first forty years 
of the 17th century. A. B. and C. D. being "summoned, as 
suspect of" a conjoint offence, compeared and acknowledged 
their guilt They also " found E. F. cautioner for them both, 
that they shall satisfie the Kirk in penaltie and repentance." 
The Galston records shew that from 1626 to 1638 — that is 
during the first period of Episcopacy in the Church of Scotland 
— this form of procedure in discipline was universal or neaily 
so in Galston parish, and presumably therefore in other parishes. 
In 1633 the Galston Se.';sion made their rule absolute anent 
finding a cautioner for satisfaction of the kirk, and ordained that 
whoever appeared before them and refused to find caution to 
such effect "should not be heard till he laid down double pen- 
altie ." After 1638 the rule fell gradually into disuse, and seems 
become within a few years from that date altogether 
in Galston. But in some other parts of the country it 
WM put in force long after 1638. In the records of the West 
Kirk, Edinburgh, for 1G87— which, it may be mentioned in 
passing, was during the second period of Episcopacy— there are 
instances of delinquents finding caution to give "full and com- 
plete satisfaction to the discipline of the Church," and of 
cautioners being ordered when the proper time came " to cause 
the parties compeir within a month after advertisement, with 
certification " that if such compearance is not made, the caution- 
ers shall forfeit the penalty specified in their bonds. It some- 
times happened that parties delated to the Session declined to 
find caution for their subsequent compearance, and in such 
cases they were taken before the civil court and put under an 
injunction by the magistrate to obey the Session's summons. 
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In the burgh records of Dumbarton, for example, there is an 
instance recorded in 1628 of a woman's finding her brother 
" caution, that schc sail appcir bcfoir the ministers, elders, and 
Sessioun of the kirk onytime they pleiss on aucht dayis warning, 
for the spaice of ane half yeir to cum." * 

Besides finding caution for compearance before the Session 
to satisfy the kirk, delinquents had long ago to find still further 
caution. After they had undergone rebuke, and other censure, 
they were not infrequently required to find security for good 
behaviour in future. Many instances of this requirement 
are to be found in the old records of Galston. Uke 
the other kind of caution, however, already described, this 
form of security fell out of use about the middle of the 
17th century. There is no instance of it so far as I remember 
in the extant records of Mauchline Session, whicli go back to 
the year 1O69. But, both many and varied were the cases 
in which this caution was anciently given. Security was 
demanded from brawlers that they would " fceip gude ncibor- 
heid " with their adversaries. Security was in like manner re- 
quired from Sabbath breakers, that they would rememtier the 
Lord's day to keep it holy. Security had also to be given by 
conjoint offenders that they would never meet each other in 
suspect or quiet places. It sometimes happened in Galston, as 
it has happened elsewhere, that a man*s foes were those of his 
own household, and we read, therefore, of a man in that strictly 
disciplined parish who, in 1640, was required to find a " cautioner 



* Possiblj some p«ople went of their own accord to the civil nuigisttiite foi that 
purpose, thinking and Ibinking righUy that the giring and receiving of cmalloo 
were civil acts with which Kirk Sessions as spiritual courli had Dolhing la do. 

The caulioDci was of coarse always a Tiicnd at relative of the dclioquenl, bol 
in 1634 there was a married womian in Gtlston who "found her husband ^al\aaa 
(or ifttUbction of Du kick." 
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to observe and keip good order with his wyflfe, and to leive in 
love with her as God's word doth aliow." There were also in 
Galston long ago one or two misguided people, who, either from 
spiritual indifference or from prejudice against their own minis- 
ter, gave up church going, and so we read that in 162S there 
was a woman required by the Session to find caution that she 
would "keip the kirk ordinarily every Sabbath, and communi- 
cate in our kirk every zeir." She had probably been an 
extreme Presbyterian who could not brook the ritualism of 
Episcopal services. 

Longafter the custom of requiring caution for good behaviour 
had become obsolete. Kirk Sessions, when they thought proper, 
required delinquents to subscribe "bands" in pledge of their 
Christian carriage in time coming. These bands, with the 
subscribers' names underwritten, were engrossed in the 
Session Records. In 1680, for instance, an insubordinate 
villager was delated to the Session of Mauchline for beating 
his wife, blaspheming God's name, and railing against the 
magistrates of the town. For these insolences and outrages 
he was sessionally rebuked, and absolved from scandal, " upon 
the condition of his engaging himself by his band and 
subscription to carry faire in time coming, under the penalty 
^Kcified in the said band." The penalty so specified, it may 
'be stated, was " rebuke in public before the congregation as 
often as the Session shall appoint, and over and above a 
payment to the Session of j^20 Scots money for the use of the 
poor in the Parish." Even when Sessions were in the way of 
demanding caution for good conduct they sometimes were 
content to dispense with the caution and accept parties' own 
bands. In 1629, two persons, presumably husband and wife, 
appeared before the Scs.sion of Galston and "actit and obleist 
thame, that in cais it beis tryit in any tyme hcircfter that 
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aither of thamc beis fundin swearing, or blaspheming of God's 
name, or making uther misorder in the house, aither of thame 
with uther, than and that cais aither of thame quha contravcnis 
this act to pay ^20 Scots." The shoemak:r in Mauchlincwho 
insulted the minister and cursed his moLher in 1749 had to 
sign a resolution of amendment before he got the benefit of 
restoration to Church privileges. There was no stereotyped 
form in which these bands of good behaviour were draughted, 
but the shoemaker's declaration will give a fair sample of the 
general strain in which they were written. " I, A. B.. shoe- 
maker in Mauchline, do acknowledge my rude and undutiful 
behaviour to my minister both in time of catechising and of 
visiting. I do also, with deep sorrow of heart, confess my 
horrid sin of cursing my mother. It is my earnest desire to be 
forgiven by God, whose holy name I have so dreadfully 
profaned, and by all of tiiis congregation, those especially 
whom I have more immediately offended. And, at the same 
time, it is my sincere resolution, through divine grace, 'x^ich I 
heartily implore, that I'll do so no more. And as an evidence 
of my sincerity, I am willing that this, my humble confession, 
be recorded in the Session Book and be adduced against me 
as an aggravation of my crime if ever I shall relapse," Signed 
A. B. More recent registration of such bands may be found 
in our Session Books. Down to the close of Mr, Auld's 
ministry at least, if not later, these bands were now and again 
required in Mauchline, 

Besides requiring bands for good behaviour, Sessions some- 
times interdicted sinners from " conversing together." In 
1705 a minister reported to the Presbytery of Ayr that two of 
his Parishioners had broken this instruction, whereupon it was 
minuted that "The Presbytery being informed that they often 
converse together cau'^o cite ihcm to the 
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next Presbytery- that they may be rebuked for contumacy 
to their Session's appointment discharging them to converse." 
One of the parties affirmed that he was not contumacious, but 
that the other came to his house against his mind, and he kept 
up no correspondence beyond what " he could in no wise shun." 
Two hundred years ago (1674 for instance) tl\e Kirk Session 
of Fenwick occasionally inhibited associates in sin from "one 
another's company except at kirk and mercat" Similar 
inhibitions were made in Galston, and in 1647 two persons 
were made to pay heavy penalties and stand two Sabbaths in 
the public place " for violation of an act of interdiction," and 
were " again interdicted of one another's companies save only 
in kirk and mercat" 

Whether public appearances in garbs of sackcloth did or did 
not humble people with godly sorrow two hundred years ago 
is a question about which there may be two opinions, but it 
may be confidently asserted that at the present day such 
compearances would all the more harden the hearts of one 
class of offenders and utterly break the spirits of another, 
while at the same time it would demoralise the public mind by 
turning sin and scandal into a matter of mirth and mockery. 
It was not, however, till the year 1809 that public compearances 
for rebuke were abolished in this parish, during the ministry of 
Mr. Tod, and it may interest some people to be told that this 
important change in our parochial discipline was brought about 
by Mr. Thomas Miller, younger, of Glenlce, who was at that 
time a member of the Mauchline Kirk Session. 

But although it was so long before public rebukes were dis- 
continued in Mauchline there was a somewhat memorable pro- 
test made against them nearly seventy years before their aboli- 
tion. This protest was made by a hoary headed sinner, whose 
name need not be divulged. He seems to have occupied a 
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good social position, and to have had cultured notions on 
some things. But every now and again he fell under scandal, 
and times beyond number he was cited to appear before the 
Kirk Session. For a long while he disregarded or evaded 
these citations, and the more he worried and outwitted the 
Session the more he chuckled and grinned. So unwearied 
and persistent, however, were the Session in renewing citations 
that he felt at length constrained to come to terms with his 
tormentors. First of all he tried the effect of a "partial 
confession." and when this device failed, he insisted that if 
any further acknowledgments were made by him he should be 
" treated to a gentlemanly punishment"" And for once, in 
the course of his foolish life, he spoke wisely, and indicated the 
true principles on which Church discipline should be estab- 
lished : for if one of the chief ends of discipline is to reclaim 
people from evil ways, it is not by ridicule or wanton severity, 
but by love and entreaty, tenderness and earnest remonstrance; 
and what might be called Christian geuttcmanlincss. that that 
end must be sought. 

Rebukes were, of course, spiritual sentences, and they were 
at times accompanied by other spiritual sentences, such as the 
lesser or the greater excommunication. The greater excom- 
munication was a very serious matter. Down to tite 
revolution it inferred severe civil penalties. By an Act of 
Parliament passed in 1573 excommunicated persons might be 
denounced as rebels and have their goods poinded. But they 
seldom were so denounced and despoiled. Except in the 
most violent times of civil and ecclesiastical strife, when ; 



* Thai some people long ago were nol very much abashed \tj Bndergoing paUe 
repcnUnce may \x inferred riom the rutlowiog minate in Mauchline Kceordief 
date 5lh Auguil, 1705: — " (?ud i/u' the Sessions mel. J. ?. and A. A. frnin Ibe 
I'lrlih ol Uchillree luppticaic the Seisjune yt ihey would rcfcive yiu to the elooL' 
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were abnormally excited, it was rarely that the sentence of 
greater excommunication was passed, either with or without 
civil penalties. The execution of that sentence, however, was 
not altogether unheard of even in rural parishes. There is at 
least one instance of it recorded in the Session Registers of 
Mauchline. It was on a man who in 1750 had, to use the 
words of the record, been found guilty of "cursing his 
mother in very shocking terms, and otherwise using her most 
barbarously," and had also, in addition to these offences, been 
guilty of persistent contumacy and contempt of the Church 
courts. The cursing of parents, as was shewn in a previous 
lecture, was not only considered a very gross form of sin, but 
by an Act of Parliament passed in the reign of Charles the 
Second, it was declared to be a crime worthy of death. 
Contumacy, again, is an oiTence which no constituted Church 
can put up with. If allowed, it would undo all authority and 
frustrate all discipline. The Presbytery of Ayr, therefore, in 
the case remitted to them from Mauchline in 1751 did 
" unanimously agree that the man be summarily excommuni- 
cated, and appointed Mr. Auid to intimate the said sentence 
of the greater excommunication between and next meeting of 
Presbytery, when he is to report his diligence." In the records 
of the Presbytery of Ayr there is mention made of another 
sentence of excommunication that was passed on a Mauchline 
man. This was in the year 1650, and the offences libelled 
were incest and disobedience to the minister, or. in other words, 
incest and contumacy." As part of the procedure then cus- 
tomary in such cases the Presbytery ordered the " said 
excommunication to be intimated next Sabbath by all the 

• Sliiclly tp»klnB, the i'arish of Sorn is Eiitilled to Ihe credit of this inceWoons 
penon, a he haiUd (rnm thai part of Mauchline Pariah which v- now, and has for 
300 yeirs lieeii, called Sum or Dalgain. 
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brethren," that is by all the ministers within the bounds, from 
their respective pulpits. In the Session records of Galston 
there is an interesting account of a process of excommunica- 
tion instituted in 1638, the year in which the National 
Covenant was revived and reframed, against a man named 
Mitchell " for not subscryving the covenant, not keiping the 
kirk, refusing the communion, and uther faults." Three 
separate times prayers were offered for the man, and then he 
was summoned to appear before the Presbytery. In the end 
" he referred himself to the will of the Session," and so escaped 
the extreme sentence of the Church. In his case, therefore, 
we have not an account of the full process of excommunication 
in those days nor of the process of removing the excommuni- 
cation. This latter process, as might be expected, was at one 
time a very severe piece of discipline. The General Assembly 
in 1569-70 ordained that excommunicated persons not fugitive 
from the laws, and suiting to be received by the kirk, should 
" stand bareheaded at the kirk door every preaching day 
betwixt the assemblies, secluded from prayers before and 
after sermons, and then enter the kirk and sit in the publk 
place bareheaded ail the time of the sermons, and depart 
before the latter prayer."' 



* Previous [o 1571 " all aciulierer;, murlhprcr<;, incestuous persons, &nd nlben 
eommillers of hainous ctymes," were ie<(uired lo preaeni Ihemselves |o the 
General Assembly " to resave their first injunctioD," and to relurn to ihe follmriBt 
Geneml Assembly " m linen clothes" and receive a second admonition. It wh 
ordained, however, in IJ71, thai "as divers a% the sdids oHendeis ore fat disturt 
frae tbc places of Oencialt Assemblies, and ulhers for poverty and dcidlie leidl 
may not nor dare not travel! through the countrie lo present themselves before the 
uidi Assemblies," all such sfTcnders shuuld in future be called by Superintendent* 
and Commissioners of Provinces "to cumpeir belore them in their SymxUI 
conventions, to be halden by (hem turyae in the yeii, to receave and lake [bek 
iujunciions, conforme lo the order usii bcfuie the Ccnernll Aucmbliei lo iH 
sorts." In 1588 a further relaxation of discipline was allowed by the ABenU]-. 
and adulterers, homicides, &e., were permitted to give satisfactibn to the Kirk 
"before the Presbyteries, in such forme as Ihey weie accustomit befnte ihr 
SynoJalh.'-Ja»ie/i«iwrWA'<>i. 
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The sentence of lesser excommunication meant suspension 
from the Lord's table, and it was a matter of not infrequent 
occurrence. It is not, however, to be confounded with 
refusal to grant a token of admission to the Lord's tabic. 
That refusal was extended to all that were under any scandal 
and had not made satisfaction to the Kirk Session. But the 
lesser excommunication was a special sentence appended to a 
rebuke. It was intended to shew that the offence censured 
in the eye of the Kirk Session heinous in character, not to 
be all at once forgotten, and that the offender was not fit to be 
a worthy communicant till a different spirit came over him. 
It was a sentence also that had to be publicly intimated, 
and one from which relaxation was not to be granted till the 
Session were satisfied of the knowledge, seriousness, and 
reformation of the persons desiring release. 

Besides spiritual sentences, such as admonitions and excom- 
munications, Kirk Sessions were in the way long ago of 
inflicting civil punishments on delinquents. Indeed it may be 
said that so interwoven are things civil and things ecclesiastic, 
things spiritual and things social, that to be declared under 
scandal or to be suspended from the privileges of the Lord's 
table is itself a species of social ostracism. And in one of the 
old minutes of our Kirk Session, a minute of date 1705, there 
is to be found a very apposite expression illustrative of this 
fact Two persons " appearing penitent according to the view 
of man," were absolved, says the minute, from their scandal 
"and received into society again."* But besides the social 
degradation that accompanied spiritual sentences, there were 
civil punishments expressly imposed on offenders by Kirk 



nbsululion fion 



ssioit "leceived iplo the society of itie Kiili as a lively meniber 
s in ihe uld delivemnces of the CieaeiBl Atseinbly rc^Bidini; 

scanilal. — Universal Kirk, 45. 
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Sessions, This circumstance was made a matter of accusation 
against the Presbyterians by Maxwell, Bishop of Ross, in 
a book called Issacliar's Burden, and the truth of it was 
vehemently denied by BailHe in his historical vindication of 
the government of the Church of Scotland. What BailHe 
says is very notable and well worthy of quotation. " No 
Church assembly in Scotland," he says, "assumes the least 
degree of power to inflict the smallest civil punishment upon 
any person : the General Assembly itselfe hath no power to 
fine any creature so much as one groat.* It is true the lawes of 
the land appoint pecuniary mulcts, imprisonment, joggs, 
pillories, and banishment for some odious crimes, and the 
power of putting these laws in execution is placed by the 
Parliament in the hands of the inferior magistrates .... 
. . . ordinarily some of these civill persons are ruling 
Elders and sit with the Eldership : So when the Eldership 
have cognosced upon the scandall atone of criminal persons 
and have used their spiritual censures only to bring the party 
to repentance, some of the ruling Elders, by virtue of their 
civil oifice or commission,! will impose a mulct or send to 
prison or stocks, or banish out of the bounds of some little 
circuit, according as the Act of Parliament or Council do 
appoint it. But that the Eldership should impose its 



* In ihe Second ll»cik ol Dibcipline ^ecH upon in liie General AssembI)-, I578, 
il U »lmted ihai ihc office of Ihe Christian Magistiale in the Kirk U " to iSMl and 
miuiteinE the discipline cX the Kitk. and punish them civilly that will nut obey tb» 
ceosutc of the same, ■aiilheml confemiding abiiayii Iht ant •uriidiclioH milk tht 
ttthrr.- 

^ " In Boroughs il wms ihe almost invariable custom to have wiinc of ihe Eldcn 
chosen fioin among ihe Magistiales. This circumstance connected with Ihe nalura 
of ihc olTences usually tried and the punishtiients decreed against them by ibe 
Icgisl.-iiion, led lo thai apparent confounding of ihc two jurisdiciioos which is apt 
to itrike those who happen to luok into ihe ancienl records of Kirk Sessioas ai ku 
anomaly and ■ con Irsdic lion lo the principles of the Presbyterian Chuieh." — 
M-CfU't lift ifMihitIt, Vol 1.. p. 33S. 
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ecdesiastick and spiritual power for any such end none of 
us doe defend." 

According to Baillie, it is only the civil magistrate that can 
legally impose any civil punishment And we have seen how 
frequently the Kirk Session of this Parish referred matters to 
the civil magistrate in the case of people's squatting in the 
Parish without testimonials, or refusing to comply with the 
orders of the Church. There was an old Act of Parliament 
which empowered Sheriffs of counties to appoint Session 
bailies in Parishes that were unblest with any resident magis- 
trate. These Session bailies were elders that had commission 
to put certain laws aifacting public morals, such as the laws 
gainst profanencss, into execution. It thus happened, as 
Baillie says, that in some cases where Kirk Sessions imposed 
spiritual censures an elder in the Session simultaneously 
imposed a civil punishment In 1648 the General Assembly 
recommended that use should be made of the Act of Parlia- 
ment, 1645, "for having magistrates and justices in every 
congregation," and that "each magistrate in every congrega- 
tion exact and make compt to the Session" of the sums 
payable according to Act of Parliament for the several offences 
liable to fine. And how the Act of Parliament and the Act of 
Assembly were sometimes executed will be seen from the 
following extract from the Burgh Records of Glasgow in 1649. 
At a meeting of Town Council that year it was agreed that 
appointment be made to certain persons " quha ar upon the 
Session, that they, in absence of the present magistratis, have 
commission to exerce the civille power rcquirit against 
delinquentis and uthers lyable to censure that come before 
that judicatorie." In the Session Records of Mauchline there 
is no reference, so far as I have observed, to any magistrate 
under the designation of Session bailie, but that there werp 
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Session bailies in many parishes in Ayrshire both in the 
seventeenth and the eighteenth centuries is beyond doubt 
In i6gS an order was minuted by the Presbytery of Ayr that 
"each minister in the Presbytery is to use his endeavours to 
have a magistrate in their Paroch elected by the Session, 
having deputation from the Sheriff according to law." The 
Synod of Glasgow and Ayr about the same date or shortly 
afterwards passed an ordinance to the same effect, and in 1700 
this Act was read in the Presbytery of Ayr, and each of the 
members of Presbytery was severally asked whether there were 
Session bailies in his Parish or not. The minutes of Presby- 
tery state that most part of the ministers reported that they 
had such magistrates in their Parishes, and those who had 
them not were enjoined to do what they could to get magis- 
trates in their Sessions appointed/ We have seen how difficult 
it was long ago to prevail on people to accept the oilice of 
Elder, and when we consider both the restraints and the labours 
imposed on Elders we can understand why there should have 
been such reluctance. But it might have been thought that 
every person in every Parish would have been ambitious to be 
made a bailie. Yet It was not so. In 1700 the minister of 
Riccarton, at a Presbyterial visitation of his Parish, reported 
that " any who were pitched upon would not condescend to be 
their Session bailie," and that the Heritors undertook the 



* In the records of Fenwick Parish there are Kveral notices of the election of 
"a Civil niaj;Utrale lor concurring with the Sessiun to the bearing down of 
scandal." The election was made by the Heritors and Elders, and in one instance 
Al Inul after the election wu made, t petition was pre^nled to the EatI of 
EglintOQ, "Bailiie Principal of Ciumingham, far a commission" in lavour of the 
peisnn chosen to exerriie (he office. A minute in the Rccutdi of Soin Paruh 
(printed in Palersoti's History ol Ayrihite) stales that in 1700 Hugh .Mitchell of 
Delgain was, "according 10 the Jlit Act of the present Session of Parliament," 
named and chosen majnittale for the Parish to carry said Act into effect — Sit 
George Canipbctl o' Ceunock, Sheriff Principal, having given him full power*. 
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duty by course. The reluctance shewn in 1700 by respectable, 
persons in Riccarton to accept the office of Session bailie 

seems also to have been found in some other Parishes, for in. 
December of the same year the Presbytery thought fit to delay 
enforcing the Act of Synod about the appointment of magis- 
trates in Sessions, " till a new Act of Parliament made ; 
thereanent came forth more full, to make the nomination of' 
the magistrates cfTectualle." This desired compulsory Act of 
Parliament never did come forth, and the difficulty of finding 
Session bailies increased year after year. In 1723 the Presby- 
tery of Ayr were again exercised about this want in their 
Parochial equipment, and a committee of Presbytery was 
"appointed to wait on the Earl of Loudoun, principal Sheriff, 
to try if he would give a deputation to some fitt person in each 
Session within the bounds who have not magistrates in the 
Paroch already," but his Lordship told the committee that he 
had some difficulties in the matter, and would have to give 
consideration to these.* We shall not be far wrong if we say 
that this was the date at which the office of Session bailie 
practically ceased to be recognised in Ayrshire, and we can 
understand why we never read of a Session bailie in Mauchline. 
There was no need for one. There was a resident Burgh 
bailie, and possibly there were among the heritors other local 
justices. In a minute of Session in 1696 it is stated that the 
Session "made application to Netherplace, being present, as 
one of their members, that be as Sheriff Depute and magis- 



* In 1717 > deputation fToiD the Geneml Assembly attended at Court lo repre- 
«nt the grievances of the Charch. This depulalion " demanded the restoration of 
thnK Uw» for enforcing the jud^enls of the ecclesimlical conrls by the civil 
power which had been so adroitly cast out of the slaLule book in the adjasCment of 
the Revolution seltlemenl. But the ^talesmen tepclleil the proposal with a brief 
emphasii." —Button, VIII. The views of churchmen ni 
evidently A tlwt date ptelty wide apait, Heoce Loid Londoc 
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trate in the bounds would take notice of the contumacy " of 
certain persons named as being under discipline. 

There can be no doubt that whether Kirk Sessions had 
constituent bailies or not, they did inflict civil penalties botb 
"pecunial" and corporal. They ordered fines to be paid for 
particular offences, and they increased fines at their own 
discretion. In very old times the first thing required of 
persons charged with scandals was to find a caution that they 
would "satisfy the Kirk both In penalty and repentance," 
The Galston Records shew that this was the uniform practice 
in Galston Parish during the tpiscopal times before 163S, and 
that the practice had not altogether died out till at least 1644, 
if not later. So much store too was at one time set on the 
penalty, that delinquents were not allowed to declare their 
penitence till they had paid their appointed fines. In 1633 
some long-tongued people in Galston were found guilty 
of slander, and had to satisfy the Kirk in both the spiritual 
and civil forms of satisfaction. The one form of satisfaction, 
however, had to be given before the other was accepted, and 
the delinquents were ordered by the Session " before they go 
to the hie place to lay down ye penaltie, ylk is decernit 
to be j£s, ilk ane of thame." It is veiy probable that 
the assumption of civil power by Kirk Sessions was more 
common in the Episcopal times before the second Reformation 
of 163S than in Presbyterial times since, but a claim to the 
inheritance of Peter's sword as well as Peter's keys was by no 
means confined to any Episcopal epoch in the history of the 
Church of Scotland. Long after the overthrow of Episcopacy 
in 1638 we find Kirk Sessions ordering and ordaining penalties 
to be paid by transgressors. 

The most common form of corporal punishment that Church 
Courts in this country inflicted was confinement for an hour or 
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two in the jougs:" These jougs were iron collars that were put 
round the necks of delinquents. They were part of the 
paraphernalia of every church long ago. Sometimes they 
were fixed in a pillar at the church gate, sometimes in a tree 
in the church yard, and sometimes in the wall of the church 
itself, at the side of the principal door. At Fenwick, the jougs 
may still be seen dangling on the church wall about five feet 
from the ground, and in the old Session Records of that 
interesting Parish there are cases to be found of culprits being 
appointed to "stand in the jogcs from eight till ten, and thence 
go to the place of repentance within ye kirk." It was only in 
extreme cases, however, that Kirk Sessions had recourse to the 
jougs. In 1661 the patience of the Kirk Session of Rothesay 
was sorely tried by an inebriate member of their congregation, 
who would not by any amount of persuasion or rebuke be 
induced to live soberly. As a last resource the Session warned 
her, that "if hereafter she should be found drunk, she would be 
put in the joggs and have her dittay written on her face." 
That there were jougs in Mauchline as well as in other 
uncivilised places two hundred years ago is quite certain, but 
the only reference to them that I have observed in the Session 
Records is an entry of payment of ;^i l6s. in 1681 "for a lock 
to the bregan and mending it" The word bregan, or, as it is 
spelt in Jamieson'i Dictionary braidycane, t was the common 
word in Ayrshire for jougs, and the fact that the MauchHne 
Session were in 1681 keeping the lock of the bregan in order, 
is proof that the bregan was at that date either in use or kept 
for use when occasion should require. In the Session Records 



• In Ihe days o\ John 
SeuionofAyi "oidiiined 



Welsh 1 1604) Sabbath -breakeri ' 
o be put m the Ibelil hod." 
spell "breggainc," "breggan," 



: by the Kirk 



" titidiaoi," and 
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of Galston there are more explicit references tlian in ours to 
the bregan or bredyane and the purpose for which it was 
meant. In 1628 the Session of Galston passed an Act, that 
"gifthe man fornicator be responsible (that is, have money) 
and the woman not, the man shall satisfie for baith, and gif 
the woman be responsible and the man not, then and in that 
caice the woman shall pey and satisfie for baith. And gif 
naither the man nor the woman be responsible, they shall 
stand twa several Sabbaths in the bradzane and uther twa days 
with thair lynning claiths in the public place of repentance." 
In 1640 a case occurred in which a poor frail girl was found by 
the Session of Galston to be not responsible, and, " not having 
silver to pey her penalties, the Sessiounc ordainit her to 
stand in the bredyane conforme to ane former act maid 
thereanent." In 1651 the horrors of the breggan were 
threatened by the Session of Galston for what might now-a- 
days be reckoned a smaller offence. One John Persene 
appeared before the Session and confessed that he had been 
absent from church for the space of five weeks. For this 
neglect of ordinances he was " injoyned to apeir in the public 
place of repentance and there to be publicly rebuked, with 
certificatione that if he be found to be two Sabbaths together 
absent fra the church he shall be put in the breggan." In Sorn 
parish, too, as well as in Galston, profanation of the Sabbath 
was occasionally punished by a lock up in the breggan ; but in 
Sorn the punishment was inflicted in the orthodox way by a 
magistrate. The record bears that in 1698 a Sabbath breaker 
" was delated by authority of two magistrates, James Farquhar 
of Gilmillscroft and Adam Aird of Katarin, and was by them 
put in the jougges from the ringing of the first to the ringing 
of the third bell, and then " (that is, to use a common but 
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incorrect phrase, when the church went in) "appeared for re- 
buke before the congregation." " 

Another civil penalty imposed by Kirk Sessions on delin- 
quents was fines, although, strictly speaking, it was only the 
civil magistrate that could legally indict and exact the payment 
of these. But if no magistrate was present in a Kirk 
Session, it saved trouble to all parties when the Kirk Session 
just stated what the fines were and took them direct from the 
delinquent's own hands. In most cases the amount of fine 
exigible for special offences was fixed by Act of Parliament, 
and appointed to be handed over for pious uses to the Kirk 
Session of the parish where the offence was committed. It was 
not unusual, therefore, for Kirk Sessions to minute, "mulcted 
in terms of Act of Parliament" £a, or ^2, as the case might be. 

It must be admitted, also, that Kirk Sessions were fond of 
mulcting and fining, and for a reason that does them no dis- 
credit The fines went for the good of the parish, and 
especially for behoof of the poor,t and at a time when there 



■ As shewing Ihe kind of entreme cases in whkh the breggnn was had recouise 
to, it ma]' Ik staled ihal in 1626 a person in Gahlon guilty ol " fourefold 
fornication " was with "her attin cunseot" ordained, if " deprehendil in harlotrie 
again to be banished from this congregation, and for the said (all to stand ihrie 
dajics in the braggninc, and upon the puh[i(|ue place of repentance als long as y« 
Sessione shall think expedient, and fardei to pay £% of peaaltie." 

t Not in all parishes for behoof of Ihe poor. 

In the records of the Dumbarton Kirk Session, published along with the Burgh 
Records in 1860, there is a vci7inicrc':ting table of the " Debutsementsof Ihe pen' 
(Hies since the 9th Febniar, 1620." tiU the t2th August, 1622. The fines in Dum- 
barton at Ihal dale were not given to the poor, but applied for Ihe pious uses of re- 
pairing the kirk, &c. The following items will shew fairly well where the money 



For the Ihilcing of the steeple, - 

For making the common leddir, ■ 

Fot mending the cast end of the brigge, 

Tojohne Thome (the beddell) for his fie of Ihe 1 

For ane sand glass, 



/9 13 * 



514 



Old Chureh Life in Scotland. 



was no .assessment levied for the poor, and church door collec- 
tion were inadequate to meet the wants of the needy, Kirk 
Sessions were disposed to take advantage of all lawful means 
in their power for relief of the indigent. In 1755, in 
the days of Mr. Au!d, who was a good friend to the poor, and 
always on the look-out for their welfare and interest, the Session 
of Mauchline minuted that "considering how much vice and 
immorality of various kinds abound among us, notwithstanding 
the many good laws we have for checking and discouraging the 
same, and being sensible that the not putting of the said laws 
into execution is in a great measure owing to the negligence 
and remissness of Kirk Sessions in discharging their duty, 
whereby among other evils it comes to pass that the poor are 
robbed of their right, and defrauded of that necessary subsis- 
tence which they are entitled to by law, in remedy whereof, 
the Session resolve to be more strict in adhering to these laws 
for the future, and particularly do hereby enact and ordain, that 
the full fines appointed by Act of Parliament, Charles II., Par. 
I, Sess. 1st, Chap. 38, against offenders specified therein, 
shall be exacted by the Kirk Treasurer from each of the said 
specified delinquents before they be absolved." Even in 1S09, 
when Mr. Millar, younger, of Glenlee, proposed the abolition 
of public rebukes in Mauchline, except in cases of very gross 
scandal, he appended to his motion, and doubtless from 
charitable motives, that larger fines should be exacted in the 



For mc oinie to sett the said glass into, 

For Ktting up Ihe place of tepenlance, . 

For ihrie pund of lead to be lickelsto Ihecomrauiiicants, 

To pay the iwo mortdothu, - ■ • • : 

To pay clerk of the Prcsbitirie's fees, 
A limiliT table mieht, with a liltlc Kouble, be drann up by ex 
GalUon muon books. The penalty bag was kept distinct in that pariah fro 
kiik box or collecting box, and peoaltiei were applied in Galston in much thcHJ 
my as in DumbartOD. 
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way of discipline." Every one knows that Kirk Sessions 
now-a-days are very glad to be relieved from dealing with 
cases of scandal, and very happy to let such cases be disposed 
of, when it can be done legally, by neighbouring Parishes. 
But once it was different, and for the very intelligible reason 
that there was then a question of pounds, shillings, and pence 
involved in the matter. In 1785 a man applied to the Kirk 
Session of Mauchline for leave to go to Sorn to make satisfac- 
tion for a sin he had committed in that Parish. The Session, 
however, declared themselves "unanimously of opinion, that the 
issue of the scandal belonged to Machline," and they refused 
to grant the favour craved, unless the petitioner paid " his 
penalty to the poor of this Parish." 

As might be imagined, cases sometimes occurred in which 
the customary and legal fines were greater than delinquents 
could afford to pay. In such cases Kirk Sessions exercised a 
wise and generous discretion in modifying the mulct In 1686, 
for instance, a man that had been 6ned in the Kirk Session 
of Mauchline in ^£20 was let off for £12. Even Mr. Auld 
sometimes relaxed his rigorous rule. In 1776, Racer Jess 
offered half a crown in payment of her penalty, and "the 
Session considering her poverty and that she had got no 
assistance in maintaining her bastard child, which the alleged 
father continues to disown, accepted the same." And for 



* AmoDg Ihe lins laid by the CameronUai in 1743 to the charge of the Church 
of Scotland was "a virtual sale of indulgences by receiving money payments as a 
substitute for ecclesiastical penance." This was not alleged to be a common prac- 
tice, but was Ihc practice of the kiik treasurer in Edinbuighl, (Burton's History, 
viii, 411.) In 1751 a tailor frooi Riccarlon appeared before the Kiik Session ol 
Galston craving absolution for a sin committed belore his marriage, and " beting 
10 be absolveii from the disgrace of a public appearance, as his wife was dead." 
The Session allowed absolution after one appearance in public, "for the peculiar 
ciicumstaaces of the case, upon his giving tfrtstnl to the poor," and toUiatoflei 
Ihe tailor thankfally agreed, 
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other reasons than the poverty of a delinquent fines were 
remitted. Good conduct on particular occasions was taken 
into consideration, so that Kirk Sessions in being a terror to 
evil doers should also be a praise to them that do well. In 
1 67 1, a man named Johnston had his penalties discharged 
altogether by the Kirk Session of Mauchline, because of " some 
services done to the Parish at the re-entry of the minister." 
A promise of service was also in some instances accepted in 
lieu of money, as in Galston in 1640, when a man gave signs of 
repentance "and promised Staines for bigging of the bridge 
for his penaltie." 

All these instances of leniency may be regarded as very 
amiable and commendable, but Kirk Sessions at times made 
compromises that are scarcely defensible on the score of 
justice. In 1732, a person under fama in Mauchline offered 
to pay half a guinea to the poor and stand one day in the 
place of repentance, if by that means her scandal would be 
removed, and the Kirk Session considering that no guilt had 
been proven against the woman accepted the offer. Plainly 
there should have been guilt either proved or confessed before a 
fine was accepted or a rebuke administered, and I cannot but 
think, therefore, that the Session was in this instance guilty of 
taking undue advantage of amiability. In 1735, ^^ important 
personage from Cumnock, who had occasion to give satisfaction 
to the Kirk Session of Mauchline, pled that " he was frequently 
abroad, and craved therefore to be absolved on his appearing 
one day, forenoon and afternoon, before the congregation, and 
paying a fine of £\6 Scots, otherwise he would pay the 
ordinary and appear three days.'' It is, perhaps, owing to the 
way in which this offer is worded that it has an ugly look of 
mingled threats and bribery. The Session probably put the 
offer in another way before their minds, for it is stated that, 
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after reasoning, a vote was taken and the motion to accept 
was carried. In 1637, the Kirk Session of Galston were 
petitioned by a delinquent to " licentiat him to stand in the 
permitted place in his ordinary habit, and enjoin him to pey 
the greater penaltie." In considering this request the Session 
minuted a very ingenuous confession that they were sorely in 
need of '* present moneyie," and they passed a resolution 
therefore to accept the offer, and enjoin the payment of 40s. 
extra, besides the cost of ** ane sheit, quhilk wes gevin to a 
puir dcid bodie." 

There was sometimes a disposition shewn by delinquents 
to regard the payment of a fine as all the satisfaction they 
had to give for an offence. They thought the fine a com- 
plete condonation of the misdeed, and that it inferred removal 
of scandal. They did not realise the fact that they were 
members of two separate corporations — the State and the 
Church — and that they had to answer to the State for crimes, 
and to the Church for scandals, or in other words that they 
were subject to both fines and censures. In 1752, a farmer 
named Goudie was cited to appear before the Session of 
Mauchlinc, on a charge of having " clandestinely, and without 
giving the least warning of his evil design," knocked down a 
man in the village by a stroke on the head, and of having 
afterwards denied the fact with imprecations or curses. Mr. 
Goudie compeared and confessed himself guilty of the act of 
assault, but professed to have no recollection of having uttered 
any maledictions. " At the same time he entered his protest 
against the Session, for meddling in that affair after the Civil 
Magistrate had fined him for it, and appealed to the Pres- 
bytery, craving an extract of the process, which was allowed 
him." The result of his appeal can easily be conjectured. 
He i;ot a new wrinkle in Church law which he was not likely 
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to forget. He was rebuked in the Presbytery, and his rebuke 
was ordered to be intimated to the Congregation of Mauchlinc 
the following Sabbath. 

There is an old proverb that prevention is better than cure, 
and Kirk Sessions long ago were alive to that fact They 
may at times have been more inquisitorial than was 
prudent {or would now be prudent), and at other times more 
rigorous in their censure than was expedient ; but it was 
always their professed and doubtless their sincere desire, to 
repress and restrain sin, and promote the practice of holiness. 
They were diligent in warning therefore as well as in rebuking. 
In 1696, for instance, the Kirk Session of Mauchline, "con- 
sidering what scandalous practices some people were guilty 
of, as in particular, frequent absence from church, laying out 
cloathes to dry on the Lord's day, and suffering their children 
to play together in flocks on the said day, thought it fit 
that the people guilty of such practices should be admonished 
out of the pulpit, and cautioned against them for the time to 
come." In 1709 again there is a minute in the records that 
"the minister is to be minded next Sabbath to intimate to 
all ins in town not to give drink to excess to any upon any 
day, and especially to souldiers." Of course it may be pre- 
sumed that in the days of Mr. Auld's wakeful ministry the 
prevention scheme would be zealously worked. And so it 
was. In 1782 it is recorded that the Kirk Session, "taking 
into consideration the cruel and inhuman custom of cock- 
fighting at fasten e'en,* do forbid the same, and order their 



" Fasten e'en, Ihe nlghl berorc Lenl,— Ihe Inil night on which good cheer wu 
allowed by the Catholics till the foity days' Tasl wns over, — wu in the linie «f 
Bumi obietved by Presbyterians as a nighl of exlra jollity. 

On Fasten e'en *r had a rnckin— 

To ixH ihe otack and weave oui ilockia ; 
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officer to take notice to give up the names of such as trans- 
gress ; and particularly, they order the schoolmaster to take care 
that none under his charge do provide or bring cocks for that 
purpose, and that there be no vacancy in the school that day." 

In 1788 the prevalence of bastardy in the Parish had 
become the subject of remark and comment. Bums had risen 
into fame, and his poems were widely read ; and public atten- 
tion was directed to local scandals, whether real or fictitious. 
There were not a few people ready to cry out against the 
hollowness of religious professions. There were enormous 
gatherings at communions, devotional exercises both in public 
and in private were frequent and long, and unmistakable zeal 
on the part of Kirk Sessions was shown to cleanse the cup 
and platter of the Church. But still there were a great many 
bad coppers in the country, and there was much vice both 
openly and secretly practised.* 

The Kirk Session were not undisturbed about this. On the 
contrary, they thought it was a most humiliating and sorrowful 
fact, and as was shewn in a previous lecture they drew up in 
regard to it a solemn admonition and a stringent resolution, 
which they ordered to be publicly read from the pulpit. Two 
years before this, they had also ordered a similar admonition 
and resolution, in regard to Sabbath breaking, to be intimated. 
And this should shew that in dealing with particular persons 
for breaches of the Sabbath, the Session of Mauchline were not 
so much moved by " pique and malice " as has by some people 



And there was inuckle fun and jokin 

Ye need na doubt : 
At length we had a hearty yokin 

At sang about. 

* Almost every year there was a sale of the '*bad coppers '* put into the Church 
plate fur charily. 
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been supposed and represented. Their procedure may in some 
instances have been rigid and unwise, but it was at least 
directed without partiality or respect of persons. Their declara- 
tion on Sabbath observance is worthy of quotation, both 
because it gives a picture of the times in which Burns lived — 
possibly an ex parte and a coloured picture, but still a picture 
that as students of these times we cannot leave out of account 
— and because it shows the zeal and vigour with which the 
Kirk Session endeavoured to put down every form of what 
they considered unchristian conduct in the parish. The 
declaration is dated 23rd April, 1786, and its tenor is as 
follows : — " The Kirk Session of Machline are informed that 
the Lord's day is grossly profaned in this place by both men 
and women, particularly the younger sort, meeting together 
in parties and cabals after sermon, and are seen walking and 
traversing the fields and highways in an indecent manner on 
the evening of that holy day. The Session therefore think it 
their duty to warn the people in this congregation, young 
and old, against the sin of Sabbath-breaking, and earnestly 
exhort parents and heads of families to command their chil- 
dren, servants, and all within their gates, to keep holy the day 
of the Lord as he has commanded, and particularly to refrain 
from the profanation of this holy day by idly vaguing together 
and by profane worldly conversation. And the members of 
the Session and other heads of families are desired to take 
notice of, and inform a^^ainst, such profancrs of the Sabbath, 
that they be spoken to privately, or censured, as the Session or 
Presbytery shall judge proper.'* It cannot be doubted that 
the framers of this declaration acted on the high principle pro- 
pounded by the prophet, " Oh son of man, I have set thee a 
watchman unto the house of Israel, therefore if thou wilt not 
speak to warn the wicked from his way, that wicked man shall 
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die in his iniquity, but his blood will I require at thine hand. 
Nevertheless if thou warn the wicked of his way to turn from 
it, and he do not turn from his way, he shall die in his iniquity, 
but thy soul will be delivered." 

We have now considered the main questions regarding 
parochial dTscipline by Kirk Sessions : the mode of inquisition 
adopted, the extent of jurisdiction claimed, and the censures 
inflicted by these local courts. As a sequel to these discussions 
we have now to enquire what amount of deference was paid 
to the authority of Kirk Sessions by the general public long 
ago. 

It is customary to represent Kirk Sessions as having in olden 
times lorded over congregations and parishes with despotic 
authority. And there is doubtless some truth in the statement. 
The Kirk Session, as I said before, was in a very wide sense of 
the term the local authority in the parish. And, as a rule, 
people were not only subject to the Kirk Session, but they 
stood in awe of the Kirk Session. It is the case, nevertheless, 
that the mandates and citations of Kirk Sessions were not in 
every instance obeyed obsequiously. In 1734 a self-possessed 
young woman appeared before the Session of Mauchline in res- 
ponse to a summons, and on being asked what she considered 
an impolite question, drew herself up and " said that time would 
teil." Instead of taking this malapertness good humouredly 
the Session pronounced it contempt of court, and minuted 
that they would apply to "the public magistrate," if the 
damsel would not shortly give them satisfaction. Three 
months passed away and there was no sign of either time 
telling or of the lady showing any disposition to satisfy 
Sessional curiosity. A second summons was therefore served 
upon mademoiselle to compear again before the Lords of the 
Congregation, but this summons she disregarded altogether. 
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One of the Elders was thereupon deputed " to speak to the 
Bailie anent her," and at a subsequent meeting of Session the 
Elder reported that the Bailie's advice was to try her once 
more with a citation, and if she then failed to compear, he 
would interfere magisterially and put "his interloquitor in 
execution against her"! About forty years before that 
occurrence there was another case of a Parishioner declining 
to appear before the Session of Mauchline in answer to cita- 
tion, and in that case the man was simply "remitted (or as it 
should been said 'committed') to the civil magistrate, because 
the Session had sufficient evidence of his intention to delude 
and evade them." The man, however, who was a reckless 
slippery fellow that reverenced nobody, and had not the least 
regard for his own word, seems to have eluded and evaded 
the magistrate also ; for the Session some months afterwards 
declared him contumacious, and instructed Ballochmyle, junior, 
to report his contumacy to the Sheriff Kirk Sessions had 
also at times to call in the aid of the civil magistrate to enforce 
their orders and sentences. In the year 1691 a number of 
matrimonial consignations became forfeit in Mauchline. 
They had never been deposited. There had only been a bond 
or a caution given for their payment, if payment should 
become necessary. The Session, therefore, had not the means 
of executing their sentence of forfeiture by simply retaining 
the deposits in their possession. They had to ask cautioners 
and accepters of bills to fulfil their engagements, and they 
found on the part of these cautioners and bill accepters more 
reluctance to do this than might have been expected 
of honourable men. The Session accordingly passed two 
resolutions. One of these had for its object the prevention 
of similar defalcations in future, and the tenor of that 
resolution was, that neither bond nor caution for consignations 
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would henceforth be received, but that all persons who had 
consignations to make would have to deposit the sums 
required. The other resolution was to take steps for the 
recovery of such consignations as had been already forfeited, 
and the tenor of this resolution was, that all " forefaulters of 
consignation be summoned before the barronie court, or their 
cautioners to be legallie persued, for the recovery of the samine 
to the Session." In 1697 another case occurred in which the 
Session of this Parish had to invoke the magistrate's assistance 
in carrying out a sentence of theirs. A young woman was 
that year complained of by the Session, for not keeping her 
appointment and promise to appear for rebuke in the public 
place of repentance, and for " feigning sickness " as an excuse 
for her non-appearance. For so doing the Session judged 
her contumacious, and instructed the minister to speak to the 
magistrate about her. But in this case, and in many similar 
cases which occurred from time to time, the Kirk Session 
might have drawn an obvious inference and taken a 
salutary lesson to heart regarding the rigour of church 
discipline. To people of the least sensibility a public 
compearance was a sore humiliation. It was so sore that they 
feigned sickness to avoid it, and perhaps it was not a feigned 
but a real sickness that possessed them. They were made to 
sorrow with a sorrow that worked death,' and in the interests 
of religion as well as in pity to individual persons, it was 
highly expedient that such a form of censure as involved shame 



* Huw the shame oF public humilialioD atilicted some people may be seen fiom 
the accuuDi of Paul Melhven's conlrilion in 1566 foi disbonouiing his cloth by a tin 
that involved deposiiion (torn the roinislty andexcommunicaiion. "'He proitrate 
hiniMll before the haillbiethreD iaihe General Assembly with -wtifingand h»«>t\Hg" 
tkmltof Univ. Kirk. In his survey of Ayrshire Aitun avets iha) public pen aoce mi 
the repentance Muul led to a i^iud ile.-il nt cbilil murder. 
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and ridicule more than womanly feelings could bear, should have 
been abolished. Another kind of sentence that Kirk Sessions 
had sometimes to seek magisterial assistance to carry out, was 
parochial exile. Kirk Sessions, as we have seen, were very 
careful to exclude from the parish all persons that they thougbU 
would not prove respectable parishioners. People 
Lesmahagow or Ecclcfechan, or in fact from any place whau 
ever, near or remote, were not allowed to squat in the parish 
at their own sweet wills without producing testimonials ■ 
character. The Session had accordingly to give intrude] 
notice to quit But where were the poor creatures to gol 
They were bidden move to the other side of the river, an 
when they did so they were told on the other side to go ba< 
by the way they came. They were thus in a strait betwiad 
two. They sat still, therefore, and by no amount of sessions 
persuasion or sessional authority would they be induced 1 
rise and walk. The civil magistrate in these cases wai 
appealed to, and the magistrate issued an interlocutor which in 
substance declared (what was very hard), that people's right o^ 
habitation was subject to ecclesiastical permission. 

Delinquents had sometimes the hardihood to show positivl 
insolence to the high authority of the Kirk Session.* In 173J 



• In 1645 ihete was a womm brought bcfoic ihc Session of Kenwick Tor " 
braiding of the Session from off the public place of repentance, when she sbmild 
hive made confession of her Inull." The following year anolhet oflender in ihe 
same place was calleil la book for " unbeEceniing speeches an the place of repent- 
KQCc," anil in 1649 several people were rebuked for "extenuating their fault an ihc 
place of repentance." In Gahion, in 1640, one John Wylie, who had conFessed 
Ihni '' he gRve his wyfT a shott wilh his hand upon ye Sabbath day." came up far 
penance, but "the said John, upon the high place, argued with the miitisleT, 
speaking something of the gentlemen and noblemen uf Ihe patoch, and of new toyes, 
quhilk coutd not be cleiilie underitood." The said John wu therefore ordaiQcd to 



I Sabbath 1 



the SI 



, and "there t 



confess and 



puig* 



himseU, that he spak nothing of the noblemen and genilemen of the porocfa t 
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the officer reported to the Session of Mauchline that on his 
citing 3 parishioner to appear before her betters she saucily said 
to him that "she would not go the length of her foot."' And 
grosser cases of insolence than that sometimes occurred. The 
sectarian soldiers of Cromwell, we are told, used, when in 
Scotland, to shew their contempt for Presbyterian discipline 
by pulling down repentance stools or mounting them for sport 
when they went to church. And similar feats have been heard 
of in times much less distant. Many a repentance stool has 
been maimed and mutilated, dislocated and destroyed, cast 
down and trampled on. both in mirth and wrath, by people 
that bore it a grudge for no greater offence than offering them 
a seat when they were bidden stand before the congregation. 
In our own Parish Records there is a case of this sort reported. 
In 1675 deposition was made to the Session by John Campbell 
that one Sunday about four in the morning he was sent for to 
the house of Matthew Campbell, a vintner, and on going there 
he found three men sitting bareheaded. On making inquiry 
he learned that their bonnets had been 'poinded for payment 
of their potations. John, in a fit of generosity which he 
afterwards had cause to regret, advanced them a mark-piece 
to clear their account and recover their caps. The three 
liberated lads in their gratitude to John for his generosity 
escorted him home with midnight honours; and when his 
door was opened John politely thanked his friends, and wished 
them good morning and a pleasant walk to ihcir respective 
lodgings. The revellers, however, in their maudlin affection 
were toath to part, and requested admittance into John's 
house. Such a dear amiable man too was John that he 

laising of new toj'es, and thnt if he spak onie Ibing of Ihem he did it oul of > luh 
humour, not knowing what he said, and so craved God and ihem foigivene»." A 
similai case of insolence occatced ia Catsion ia 169J. 
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would fain have let them in, but his better half resented such 
an untimeous invasion of super exhilarated strangers, and told 
them it was late and her husband must go to his bed, " For 
this cause," says the minute of Kirk Session, " one of the three 
men cast down his benefactor at his own door," and then the 
whole party, staggering like landsmen aboard a schooner 
in a hurricane, made their way arm-in-arm for NetherplaccL 
The story reached the ears of the Kirk rulers, and the roy- 
slcrers being found guilty both of drunkenness and Sabbath 
breaking, were ordered to be publicly rebuked. The day for 
rebuke arrived and the three men, come to their sober senses, 
made their appearance at the place appointed. But sobriety 
does not bring with it every other form of good behaviour, nor 
does it by any means always put a man in a proper and civil 
frame of mind. Instead of shewing signs of penitence and 
humiliation, these sobered liquorers, say the Records, "did 
strive all the time to break the stools whereon they stood, and 
which accordingly they did." A most unchristian miscarriage 
surely ! And that was just what the Session called this act of 
sicrilegious vandalism. But the Session took care that the 
three scorners should not be allowed to think they had scored 
a parochial triumph by their impudence, or that by playing 
pranks at the place of repentance people might laugh the 
pains out of penance. For attempting to cast ridicule on 
public reproof, the three delinquents were subjected to the 
greater penalty of lesser excommunication, and were left to 
learn at leisure, by the inconvenience of seclusion from 
Christian society, the folly as well as sin of poking fun at 
ecclesiastical authority.' 



Curate Cilder tells a ilory which n meant to be marvel lous, and ma; perhaps 
only afabricalion, about a (iretumptuoui Tellow who went to the repentance (tod 
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Exhibitions of temper too were occasionally witnessed ir 
the Kirk Session. In 1682 a credulous excitable man in this 
Parish had been taunted in jest by one of the Elders in a way 
that should have subjected the Elder to censura. Taking in 
earnest what was said in jest, the man flared up in an instant, 
reviled the Elder for all that was unmentionable, and swore by 
his Maker that he would not rest till he made the Elder's blood 
as cold as clay. For this outburst of foolish passion the man 
was summoned before the Session, and if he could only have 
restrained himself so far as to compear peaceably and tel! his 
story correctly he would doubtless have received a fair hearing 
and a just sentence. But he was beside himself with rage, and 
he came to the Session like a man possessed with demons. 
Instead of waiting outside among the tombs, as the custom 
was, till he was called into the church, he went up to the 
door and thundered there as if he had come with fire and sword 
to take over the premises. And when at length he got 
admittance into the church, he bellowed like a madman, 
called the Elder who had insulted him a pestilent fellow, and 
swore in high terms that he would stand to every word he had 
previously said. The sequel is not worth mentioning, for the 



and " behaved likei a lighl fool than a penilenl sinner, for he powdered his wig 
and put on his new clothes, and almost slired the minister out of countenance." 
A much moic astonishing ibing than that, however, happened at Cumnock \a 
1643. A iSxj of solemn hutnilialion had been appointed by eilber ibc Presbytery 
or the Geneial Assembly, and one of the Elders in Cumnock choie to " misregard" 
il. For that offence be was ordered to submit to public rebuke, but instead of 
either submitting humbly to admonilion or taking a resolute stand on some 
intelligible ground of principle against the sentence of the Session, he went to the 
" publict place of repentance with bis head covered and with his sword about him!" 
His conduct was biougbt under the notice of the Presbytery at a Presbyteiial 
visitation of the Parish, and for his folly and hardihood he was " suspended from 
the office of Eldership until the entry of a new minister or a new visiialion." Not 
a very hard seutence for contemptuous conduct by one that was cet for ao europle 
to the flock. 
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fact that I ain at present concerned in shewing is merely 
that Kirk Sessions were not regarded with such reverence 
that they were always secure against acts of insolence. Even Mr. 
Auld, austere and authoritative, and everj' inch a minister as he 
was, did not escape an occasional insult in his Parish con- 
sistory. In 1784 the bellman was summoned before the 
Session for exacting some small charges he was not entitled 
to make. The bellman, however, thought he was Justified 
in doing what he had done, and that he was very ill-used 
in being called in question for his conduct. Smarting under 
the pain of injured innocence, he incautiously let drop an oath 
in the audience of the Session. For that act of irreverence he 
was there and then rebuked. But the rebuke inflamed his 
resentment all the more, and a few weeks later at a meeting 
of Session he was again complained of for defaming the 
minister, and calling him a villain, with an adjective before it, 
the precise meaning of which is best known to theologians. 

It is to be observed, however, that instances of contempt 
and insubordination to the Kirk Session's authority occurred 
only now and again, and that as a rule the Kirk Session 
enjoyed both the respect and the confidence of the people. 
One of the best proofs of this is the fact that fines were 
promptly paid by delinquents, although the legality of these 
fines might often have been contested. But delinquents, 
generally, and almost universally, felt that Kirk Sessions in 
administering discipline acted justly and with a view to public 
good, and offenders acquiesced accordingly in the sentences of 
Kirk Sessions when guilt was not disputed. 

Seeing then that Kirk Sessions were in olden times so 
zealous both in the prevention and the repression of sin, and 
that they were armed with such large powers both for inquisi- 
tion and punishment, it may now be asked what was the 
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state of rsrralfrr orer Scctlarxi a bzindrrd or r«'r 
hundred years ag>-, coizipared with what :t is a: the preserst 
time. 

We often hear h said at the prcscr.r day that the percle cif 
Scotland are clinking themselves to d^z*^^ And th^re crcbc- 
less is a great deal of dmnkeni^ess in the country-. Br: :t :s 
now looked down xtdczl On the other hand cn:nker-es< * 
hundred veai^ ago w^s rei^arctd as a 'c.-ial ar.c cer.tleniT-lv 
thing, and it was rri-t prfr^cfp'e but poverty* tha: restrsirei th? 
masses from gcing^ ti the same excesies as the ^rrtr^-. I- 
his traditions cf Edinburgh Dr. Chambers says tha: -;n the 
early part oi last cenrjr^- rigour u-as in the asrer.iin: in Sc::- 
land, but the free and easj- comprised a considerable m:r:r::y 
who kept a!r»-e the fiame oi ccn%-;v:alit\- -adth no small de^rre 
of success. In the latter ha'.f of the cenrjr>- — a ciss-rlute era 
all ever ciidlised Europe — ^the mincrirv* became the ma-rrlt^*. 
and the characteristic sobrierv of the nation's manners ^-as 
onlv traceable in certain portions of sccierv. In EdinbuTcih 
se\'ent\- years ago which would be abi'Ut ifSr intempcmnce 
was the mle to such a de^ee that exreot::n zz-^^i hard'v be 
said to exist." 

The newspaper record of divorces at the present day revtals 
an amount of domestic immcralitv and miserv that would have 
been thought incredible had it t\'j\ been brought to light. But 
old church re^sters have *t'.rie= to tell cu::e as startling. In 
1644, when the so-called Second Reformation ^ as in its full 
glor>', no fe»er than thirteen couples appeared in 5^:krl::h 
before the Pre'5b>'ter)- of \yx for literal breaches c f the se-.-enth 
commandment, and in 1C43 there were at least eleven cruries 
that for the I: i:e cause zif^:::(iT^ri before the same ciurt :n :re 
like habit- What ib still more artonibhfn^. it was rej-rrre-i t? 
the Presbytery of Ayr in 1O90 that ** a public brcthel bouse » as 
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kept at Dalmellington." It may be presumed, however, that 
this social nuisance and source of moral corruption was but of 
brief continuance, for it is added in the records that the Pres- 
bytery appointed the minister of the parish "to write to the 
President for suppressing it"* 

The accounts of female termagancy in old records read very 
much like good jokes now, and we are amused to hear of 
women brought before magistrates for stoning men to the 
effusion of their biood and chasing them into their own houses. 
In point of fact, however, such incidents imply a fearful state 
of Amazonianism at the time they occurred, and few lovers of 
antiquity would care for a return of such ancient manners in 
Scotland, 

But, to limit our enquiry, and come nearer home, tet us 
consider what our own Session Records have to say about 
the state of morality in Mauchline parish at different dates. 
We may pass over alt general statements made by the Kirk 
Session from time to time, because these only indicate opinions 
and are apt to be either over or under coloured, according to 
the spiritual temperament of those that penned them. But 
" facts are chiels that winna ding." Let us look then at some 
authentic facts bearing on the state of Parochial morality at 
different periods, and let us begin with the oldest period of 
which we have any extant Parochial record— the times of the 
covenants and the persecutions. 

We are in the way of looking back to the Covenant times as 
to times that were specially distinguished for purity and pie^, 



* By the old laws of Seallnnd adultery wu punuhkble i>itb deith, and in a note 
to Creech's leltei; ii is said thai as lecenlly as 169430111) wai hanged b EdJAbuq^fa 

for adultery, and his pnraiaout was beheaded. In 1763, says Cieecli, the un 
wBS very rare, and the linnet waslwycolled ; in I783 the sin was 
the Metropolis, and the sinner woe received in wcieiy. 
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and were sanctified to an unusual degree by spiritual refreshing 
The Drumfork case, however, which has already been alluded 
to, shews that corruption and profanity, drunkenness and 
devilry, were not in the days of Charles II. confined to royal 
courts and London society, but were to be found as well in the 
country' districts of Ayrshire, in the houses of farmers and 
bonnet lairds. And that the Drumfork squabble was not an 
exceptional manifestation of the life of that period, is made 
plain by another case which came before the Session of Mauch- 
line the same year, viz., in 1673. This was a case in which two 
men named Mershall, presumably brothers, were delated for 
fighting with and cursing each other. There would have been 
nothing strange in that, if the men had been a pair of village 
waifs, flushed by drink. But the men were men of some 
account. The one was a merchant and the other was a 
" nottar," who held the public office of Council Clerk ; and yet 
they had so little regard for decency, so little sense of dignity, 
and so little consideration of public opinion, not to say of 
brotherly relationship and Christian duty, that after falling out 
on some matter, they proceeded like a pair of modern roughs 
to settle their differences with fisticuffs and profanation. And 
not only so, but the fight was witnessed by a small and select 
group of spectators without a word of remonstrance, James 
Peathin and John Jamie both deponed to the Session that they 
saw the two brother burgesses, neither of them publicans albeit 
both of them sinners, sparring in a field, and rot by way of 
friendly scientific contest, but in bona fide bloody conflict, beat- 
ing and buffeting each other till failing strength or failing eye- 
sight put an end to the meUe. But, said Mr. Peathin, with the 
view of shewing that in this blackguardly business there was 
nothing unbecoming gentlemen or Christians or even Coven- 
anters, " J don't remember hearing any particular oaths." " I 



332 Old Church Life i7i Scotland, 

heard the merchant," said Mr. Jamie, " swear by his Maker 
once — but that was all." The bailie of the burgh, John Rich- 
mond, was another spectator of the combat, and he deponed 
that he heard swearing on both sides, and yet, magistrate 
though he was, the resident justice in the place, he did not 
think proper to interfere with the disputants ; he looked on till 
he saw the end, smoked his pipe (very likely), and tapped out 
the dottle on his thumb nail without saying a word, — simply 
took mental note of what passed, and prepared himself to give 
evidence when called upon. Two elders were, " in virtue of 
their former oath," examined regarding the public character of 
the combatants, and these elders deponed that there was no 
use in trying to whitewash the delinquents, as if their recent 
outbreak were something exceptional, and not in keeping with 
the usual tenor of their lives, for despite their social position 
they were, both by habit and repute, ordinary swearers. This 
shews what Mauchlinc was, and what magistracy in Mauchline 
was, two hundred years ago. 

And what was Mauchlinc one hundred years ago ? It had 
an unhappy notoriety, we have seen, for one form of scandal.* 
But what was the general state of moral conduct, moral 
feeling, and moral thought at that date ? Were the people 



• This scandal seems to have been prevalent over the whclc country at that 
date, as the following table, drawn up by George Lorimer, Esq., from the records 
of the West Kirk, Edinburgh, will shew. 

Between 1754 and 1764: — Cases of Adultery, o — Fornication, 16 — Irreg. Mar., 8 

„ 1764 >> >774 If »» 4 fi 25 „ 41 

1774 M >793 M »» >9 M "5 .. 57 

M '794 .» '811 ,, „ I „ 58 „ 22 

From Creech's letters it appears that the fines paid for bastard children by the mem- 
bers of the city churches in Edinburgh amounted in 1763 to ;fi54, and in 1783 to 
;f6oo, and the author adds, **thcy have since increased." In 1763 there were in 
Edinburgh five or six houses of evil lame, but in 1783 the number had increased 
twenty lold. 
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sober, peaceful, and industrious, or the reverse ? It is of course 
only the misdeeds of the people that are shewn in Session 
Records. The virtues of the people, save in respect of liber- 
ality at collections and attendance at communions, are not 
brought out there. But what appears in the Session Records 
shews beyond possibility of dispute that although the popula- 
tion of the parish was much less than it is now, and more 
agricultural, the people were nevertheless rougher, coarser 
grained, more insubordinate and more uncivilised than they 
are at the present day. Mr. Auld, in his account of the parish, 
written about 1790, laments the loss of its Burghal Charter, 
and hence of its village magistrate ; because he says there is 
a great deal of disorderly and riotous conduct that needs to 
be repressed. And the Session Records confirm Mr. Auld's 
statement For although it is true that one swallow does not 
make summer, nor the presence of one lawless fellow in a 
parish prove that the whole parish is turbulent, we may yet 
draw general inferences from particular cases of misconduct. 
And the instances of turbulent behaviour that I shall now give, 
will probably satisfy any one who is willing to be convinced by 
evidence, that Mauchline a hundred years ago was not a Para- 
dise of either innocence or Christian virtue. 

Tradesmen, who in Ayrshire are commonly called mer- 
chants, might, as I have said before, be expected from their 
social position to be favourable specimens of village manners. 
If merchants are found pestilent fellows, what must we not 
suppose people inferior in the social scale to be. Well, in 1771, 
one of the merchants of Mauchline, whose name need not be 
given, was libelled by the Kirk Session for two very grave 
offences. He was accused of " uttering and propagating 
erroneous opinions contrary to the word of God.*' He was 
accused also of " transgressing the second table of the moral 
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law by beating, bruising, and defaming his neighbour." His 
chief heresies were a denial of the doctrine of original sin and 
a refusal to acknowledge some parts of the Scripture as the 
word of God.* But although this merchant alleged himself to 
be untainted by original sin and professed to be wise above 
what was written, the terms of the libel served upon him, and 
which were proved against him, will shew that his practical 
code of morals was neither holy nor harmless, neither super- 
refined nor super-excellent in wisdom. After reciting the 
heresies he had vented, the libel proceeds to say : — " You did 
also in one or other of the months of May, June, or July, 1769, 
beat and bruise Henry Richmond in Mauchline to the danger 
of his life, according to proof led against you in the Sheriff 
Court of Ayr. You did again in one or other of the months of 
May, June, or July, 1770, attack James Lamie, merchant in 
Mauchline, at or near Hunter's yeards, and by the assistance of 
your son William did throw down the said James Lamie, and 
might have murdered him, had he not been relieved by some 
people who came thither. After that, you and your foresaid 
son did at Henry Richmond's midden throw the said James 
Lamie into the middenstead or hole, and abuse him in the dirt 
and might have put an end to his life had he not been again 
relieved. Lastly, when James Lamie told you that your horse 
was tethered on his possession of Hunter's yeards, as the 
marches had been pointed out by several witnesses, you said 



* There is a very remarkable likeness in the terms of this libel against the Mauch- 
line merchant in 1771 to what is said about ** Goudie's Bible" in the history of 
Kilmarnock : ** Goudie, terror o' the Whigs, published Essays on various importmnt 
subjects, moral and divine, being an aUempt to distinguish true from false Religion. 
This book was nicknamed Goudie*s Hible, and set forth peculiar views respecting 
original sin and particular portions of Scripture." Goudie*s book, however, was 
not published till 1 780, whereas the Mauchline merchant was libelled for heresy in 
1771. 
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that some of the witnesses were damned already, and that if 
James Lamie lived he would see them all damned in a year or 
two, for they were like Ahab's witnesses hired and perjured." 
Of course we cannot suppose that all the merchants in the vil- 
lage were of a piece with this cross-grained and addle-headed 
unbeliever, but the fact that any well-to-do man, with a repu- 
tation to depend upon, could be found acting as this libelled 
madcap did, shews that there was very little surrounding cul- 
ture and very little force of educated public opinion to which 
people in Mauchline felt themselves amenable. 

A few years later, namely, in 1777, the Session were informed 
that a journeyman blacksmith in the village had been guilty of 
a series of outrages and acts of devilry which are thus recited : 
First, about the time of the June fair in 1776 he threatened 
to murder his wife, and was only prevented from doing so by 
the kirk officer's coming to her rescue : secondly, at Martinmas 
thereafter, he threatened to murder the kirk officer for inter- 
fering between him and his wife in their domestic quarrels ; 
thirdly, about Ware last, he fought his cock with the minister's 
cock on a Sabbath day and during the time of divine service : 
and fourthly, at the Yule fair last, he took a hammer from the 
smithy, in order, as he said, to knock down all that came in his 
way, and he also ran through the streets with an open knife, 
swearing that he would rip up every man, woman, and child 
he met. This blacksmith may be considered as a sample of 
the village rowdy, and although rowdyism is personal and 
eccentric, not uniform and typical, his conduct will at least 
go a long way in proving that rowdyism in 1777 was more 
lawless and savage than it is now-a-days in small rural towns. 

There is only one other illustration that I shall give of the 
worst forms of village life in Mauchline about a hundred years 
ago, and it may have interest as bearing upon one, at least, if 
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not on two, of the poems of Burns. Among the masterpieces 
of the poet, the cantata entitled the Jolly Beggars is universally 
admitted to have a conspicuous place. The subject of the 
poem is in one sense repulsive. The characters depicted are 
the lowest of the low and the vilest of the vile, but they arc 
delineated with inimitable power. Such as they were, the 
beggars and their chums are set before us ; and such a scene 
of rollicking mirth, boisterous revelry, and audacious profanity, 
lit up here and there with outbursts of the rarest eloquence and 
highest patriotism, as well as broadest humour and liveliest 
wit, has seldom been turned into shape by poet's pen. One of 
the most outstanding figures in the poem is a tozie drab of 
consummate impudence and shameless morals. That person, 
whoever she was, we must suppose was not a fictitious but a 
real character, whose lewd conduct the poet witnessed, and 
whose wanton words the poet heard. ^ It may be impossible to 
identify her with any person of whom we have any record, but 
the person referred to in the minute of Session I am about to 
quote, might, so far as character went, have been the drab that 
sat for the portrait of the unblushing virago, who was not 
ashamed to tell that she had no remembrance of an innocent 
maidenhood. And in speaking for the moment somewhat 
harshly of this abandoned woman, or rather poor wretched 
creature, we may well ask what it is but Divine grace, in the 
shape of a more favoured outward lot and more civilising 
surroundings, that has made any of ourselves to differ from 
her. She was, as she tells us, a child of misfortune, and she 
might have said, as a poet of no mean order, who was also 
one of society's illegitimates, and who fell into evil habits of 
life, sadly said of himself — 

** No mother's care 
Sheltcreil my infant innocence with prayer, 
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No father's guiding hand my youth maintained, 
Called forth my virtues, and from vice restrained." 

But to return to the cantata and the drab. The date of the 
minute will shew that the person mentioned therein might have 
been, and probably waSy in Poosie Nansie*s house the night in 
which Burns and his friend were admitted to see and join in 
the beggars* carousals. The poem was written in 1785, that is 
in the autumn of 1785, **when lyart leaves bestrewed the yird," 
and " infant frosts began to bite." The date of the minute is 
the 6th March, 1786, and the woman mentioned in the minute 
is said to have been for more titan six montlis previous enter- 
tained by George Gibson and by another person called Black, 
who seems to have kept a house similar to Gibson's. But if 
there be any doubt about this woman's having been the tozie 
drab of the cantata, there can be no doubt of her having been 
the " jurr " referred to in Adam Armour's prayer. The scand- 
alous conduct of this "jurr," as we know, led to a public 
demonstration of feeling in the village, in which demonstration 
Adam Armour took a prominent part, and for so doing was 
brought into trouble. Burns was ever ready to give a jocular 
turn to any mishap that befell his friends, and he accordingly 
wrote, under the title of" Adam Armour's Prayer," a satirical 
poem, in which he invoked the pains of everlasting torment on 
Adam's persecutors — " black Geordie " who was George Gib- 
son, and his spouse, " auld drunken Nanse," who was Agnes 
Ronald.* The minute is interesting, therefore, as bearing on 



♦ In the admirable edition of Burns*s poems published by Mr. Paterson, the Adam 
Armour of the prayer is said to have been in no way related to Jean Armour'i 
family. The representatives of Jean's family tell me that they never heard of any 
Adam Armour in Mauchline in the days of Burns, except Jean's brother. In the 
Baptismal and Burial Registers of Mauchline Parish there is no trace of the birth of 
any Adam Armour in the parish between 17JO and 1786, except Jean's brother, who 

T 
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points of literary history, besides giving a picture of Mauchline 
town and Mauchline life a hundred years ago. Its date is 6th 
March, 17S6, and its tenor is as follows : — " The members of 
the Kirk- Session having seen a petition signed by the inhabi- 
tants of Machlin, to be presented to the Honblc. Justices for 
preserving the peace of this place, do unanimously concur in 
the same, and beg leave to add the following particulars — ^That 
there is a vagrant woman called Agnes Wilson, of bad fame in 
the parish and places whence she came, who for more than six 
months past has been haunted and entertained by Elizabeth 
Black and George Gibson — That the bad reputation of this 
woman, as being lewd and immoral in her practices, has been 
the occasion of a late disturbance in this place, which the 
Session greatly disapprove of and resolve to inquire into — 
That it is the opinion of the Session that if this woman be 
allowed to continue here it will tend much to corrupt the 
morals of the youth and to disturb the peace of the whole in- 
habitants — That in these circumstances the Session think it 
their duty, in regard there is no magistrate in the place, to 
apply to the Honble. Justices to get the said woman removed 
— Lastly, that George Gibson and Elizabeth Black, who haunt 
and entertain in their houses such vagrant persons of suspicious 
and bad characters, may be laid under proper restrictions and 
obliged to secure and maintain the peace and safety of the 



wu bont in February, 1771 : and Iher« is no trace ol Ihe death of an; Adma 
Acmoui ID the parish between 1786 and 1820. Adam AnnonT, Jan's brMher, ¥ru 
jual luch a lellow as would be sure to be in a village row. He was Tond oi lun ftod 
mischief lo Ibc end of his days, and many queer sialics ate lold of bim. He waa 
taiher under middle size, but his being only liricen years old in 17S& explains bow 
he a called In the poem "little," and "scarce as lang's a guid kail whittle." Id 
the edition of Bains's poems published in 1842 by ViHue, London, Ihe editor, 
Allan Conniogham, stales that he got Ihe verses Irom Adam AnnouT. Jean's bioihei, 
and that Adam told him the drcnmstaocet in which Ihe prayer originated. 
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neighbourhood under such legal penalties as to the honourable 
court shall appear relevant." 

Looking then to the facts which these extracts reveal, we 
cannot doubt that two hundred years ago, and even one hun- 
dred years ago, there were in Mauchline parish elements of 
disorder and turbulence that are happily unknown at the pre- 
sent day. Whether there were more vice and secret sin is 
another matter, which no man that can't see through a mill- 
stone need attempt to discover. But it is clear that long ago 
the people of this parish were ruder, rougher, and coarser than 
they are now, and it is to be hoped that a hundred years hence 
the parish minister will be able to tell a parish audience 
that the progress noted from 1684 to 1784 and from 1784 to 
1884 has been continued in an increasing ratio to 1984. The 
poet laureate has said in words which have long since become 
hackneyed by frequent use, 

' ' Thai thiaugb the ages one iocreasing pur|x»e rant, 
And the thoughts of men aie widened by the process of the suns." 



1 would add, that the hearts and the habits of men, and the 
conditions and forms of human life are, like ripening fruit, all 
meliorating, too, with the same solar procession. 

But to what has progress in civilization and good order 
been due in time past, and what is it that inspires us with hope 
for the continuance of that progress in time coming? All 
social progress is effected by social forces, and these forces are 
of two kinds — educative and repressive. The Church and Kirk 
Sessions in olden times made use of both forces to the best ol 
their judgment and the best of their means. The Church fur- 
nished pastors and doctors, ministers and readers, to instruct 
the people in the knowledge of religious truth. Aided by the 
Kirk Sessions of particular parishes the Church also aet up 
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schools for the instruction of youthhead, long before the State 
acknowledged responsibility for the education of the young. 
And the Church and Kirk Sessions were no less zealous in 
attempting to keep down disorders, and restrain vice and 
immoralities. It was for these ends that a rigid discipline was 
instituted and executed. The lawless and the ungodly were 
rebuked and censured, ostracised from society and suspended 
from the enjoyment of valued privileges, fined and jogged, 
made to go mourning in sackcloth, and subscribe bands of 
good behaviour. 

It is to the use of similar forces that we still look for all social 
improvement. The educative forces are much stronger to-day 
than they were either one hundred or two hundred years ago 
Not only is school attendance made compulsory on all children, 
but there is a public opinion of such strength created by the 
diffusion of periodical literature that few men now-a-days dare 
to outrage society by the freaks and pranks, high jinks and 
low orgies, that were once commonly practised with impunity 
and without shame. And it is to the growth and culture of 
this public opinion that we must mainly look for the extirpa- 
tion of some vices that still infest the land, such as profane 
swearing and the nasty calumnies of low correspondents in low- 
newspapers. And not only are the educative forces stronger 
to-day than they once were, but the repressive forces are 
stronger also. The modes of repression are changed, and 
changed for the better. It is true that Church discipline 
is relaxed. But civil government is much firmer, and a 
system of rural police has been established, which for 
vigibncc, inquisition, and probation of crime, far surpasses 
the Kirk Session in its palmiest days. When Mr. Auld wrote 
his account of the parish, nearly a hundred years ago, he ex- 
pressed his sorrow that the old charter of the bui^h had been 
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destroyed, and consequently that the people of the town had 
lost their ancient right of choosing magistrates, " This," he 
says, " is much to be regretted, as that privilege, if properly 
exercised, might contribute much to the public good by check- 
ing riots and disorders which are at present too frequent." But 
in truth what was wanted in Mauchline a hundred years ago 
was not so much a resident magistrate as a resident policeman. 
In 1673 Mauchline had the full benefit of a burghal charter, 
and she enjoyed the services of a magistrate freely chosen by 
her own burgesses. But the magistrate was a man of like 
passions as the people. He stood and looked at the town 
clerk pounding a merchant, and never tried to save the weaker 
brother. A policeman would have done better. He would 
have said to the pugilists, ^* Arcades ambo^ you are both my 
prisoners, and no matter which, if either, of you is in the right, 
you must settle your disputes according to the laws of a civil- 
ised country." And so, when we compare past times with pre- 
sent times, we must keep in mind that there is one potent cause 
of order in modem society that was unknown in rural districts 
till the second quarter of the present century. No one will say 
or suppose that ;t is in the power of a policeman to make men 
good and virtuous, but every one must know and see that a 
policeman can do, and actually does, a great deal by his 
presence and his note-book, his authority and his hand-cuffs, 
to make a community orderly and quiet All honour, then, to 
the policeman for his work's sake. Repressive legislation, too, 
has within the last few years done much, and in years to come 
may do still more, to promote peace and sobriety. Publicans 
are now compelled to close their premises before men have had 
time to be well drunken, and that is no small gain to the cause 
of order ; and legislators will doubtless be guided by sound 
considerations in determining how much farther, repression 
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should be carried for the public weal. We must neither be 
bugbeared nor bamboozled with words and their associations. 
Repression is a word that sounds harsh, and freedom is a word 
that takes the heart and the imagination by storm. But it 
must be remembered that unrepressed rowdyism means ram- 
pant terrorism, and unrestricted freedom is unmitigated 
tyranny — power to the strong to do as they please with the 
weak. Side by side, therefore, we should hope to see educa- 
tive and repressive forces at work, public opinion growing daily 
more enlightened and more potent, and restraints imposed 
wherever they are clearly and loudly called for — and then we 
may feel confident for the future — confident that society will, 
generation after generation, become more pure and peaceful, 
more virtuous and more happy. 
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A. 

THE EXERCISE, THE PRESBYTERY, AND THE 

CLASSICAL ASSEMBLY. 

These phrases are sometimes used interchangeably as if they were 
of the same import. It is at least certain, however, that they were 
sometimes used in official records with a distinction of meaning. 

The Exercise was the phrase that, during the first twenty years after 
the Reformation, was applied to the convention of ministers within 
walking distance of a common centre. 

The Presbytery was a term that came into use about 1580, when the 
Second Book of Discipline was approved by the General Assembly. 

The expression Classical Assembly is what the Westminster Divines, 
in their form of Church government, approved by the Church of Scot- 
land in 1645, applied to the intermediate Court of the Church, or 
what we now call the Presbytery. " It is lawful and agreeable to 
the Word of God," they said, "that the Church be governed by 
several sorts of Assemblies, which are Congregational, Classical^ and 
Synodical." 

Wherein, then, it may be asked, did the Exercise and the Classical 
Assembly differ from the Presbytery, if either differed from the Pres- 
bytery at all ? 

I*^ '579> ^^ overture was made in the General Assembly that 
" Presbyteries be erected in places wlure publick exercise is used unto the 
t5nne the policy of the Kirk be established by law." This looks as if 
the framers of the overture supposed that the Presbytery was some- 
thing different from the Exercise. The declaration of the Assembly, 
however, was that the Exercise may be judged a Presbytery. 

Bishop Sage finds fault with this judgment of the Assembly. He 
says that Presbyteries were never heard of in Scotland till this overture 
was brought forward in 1579, and that what was formerly called the 
Exercise was something quite different from a Presbytery. "It was," 
he says, "nothing like a Court," it had no jurisdiction, and it exercised 
no discipline.* 

* At page 185 reference is made to the fact that the fundamental Court of the 
Church described in the Second Book of Discipline was, in respect of its size and 
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The Exercise was a meeting of minisiers and readers for the pur 
pose of mutual instruction in Scripture and reli ;ion. There were two 
speakers previously appointed to expound and argue — -the first "to 
exercise or prophesy" and the second "to add" — and in 1576 there 
were severe punishments ordained by the Assembly to be inflicted on 
all such as failed to (ulfil these appointments, " 1( either of the two 
faile, for the first fault, they sh.ill confess their offence upon their 
knees in presence of the brethren of the Enercise ; for the second, 
they shall make the like submission before the Synodal Assembly ; for 
the third, they shall be summoned before the General Assembly and 
receive discipline for their offence; and for the fourth they shall be 
deprived of their offices and funciions in the ministry." 

After Presbyteries were erected, the Exercise continued to be re- 
garded as something distinct from the Presbytery. In the General 
Assembly of 1582 there were several "articles" recorded as answers 
to certain doubts concerning Presbyteries, and from these we learn 
that ruling elders had seats in the Presbytery, but there is nothing said 
about their duty to attend the Exercise. Ministers, on the other hand, 
are declared to be subject to penalties if they do not resort to the 
Exercise and Presbytery. It was also thought meet that the day 
appointed for the Exercise be "in like manner the day of ecclesiastical 
processes," but if the brethren think it necessary they may appoint 
days and places for jiroccsses "by" or besides the day of the Exercise, 

In 1610, the King and the Bishops, with the view of making the 
abolition of Fresbylerial jurisdiction in the Church more easy, 
endeavoured to bring about the disuse of the word Presbytery, and 
for that unpleasant word the substitution of the phrase, " Brethren of 
the Exercise." 

When Presbyterial government was restored in the Church in 163S 
and 1639, Exercises and Presbyteries were held together on the same 
day and in the same place, just as general meetings and special meet- 
ings of railway com|)anies are said to be held at present. 

In the oldest extant records of the Presbytery of Ayr — those from 
164a to 1650 — wc find that when there was to be an Exercise as well 

membership, more like a modern Kirk Session than a modern Preibyleiy, but that 
in respect of iu functions it wu the reverse. It may br; staled here tiial the scheme 
of small Prcibyleries — compriaiog "ane or iwa, ' "Ihrie or four" kfiki — wu 
never cailicd out. The veiy year in which the Second Book of Discipline wai 
teijiilered (1581) the Kiog subroilled 10 the General Assembly a " fonne how 
eUterschips may be comtiiule of a ecrtnin number of parochinei lyand tocelher," 
and in this form all Ihe parishes in Scotland werejTouped under lifty Pies^Ierie*, 
" twenty to evety Preabyleiy. ar Iht'caAeuls." TTiis form, with modificalioiis, be- 
came the baais on which Piesbyleries were erected, and hence, when Presbyteries 
were so large, it was meet that some jurisdiction should be conceded to Kirk Ses- 
sions, as was craved by the Charch in 15S6 (Book o( Univ. Kirk, and Calderwood, 
Vol. IV., p. s68). and aUowed in Ihc Act of Parliament 155a. The existence of 
Kilk Se-,iions as constituent Courts seems to be further recognised in a rcsoluliua of 
Assembly, 15S7. which declares that " particular Sessions of Kiiks and Congrega- 
tioot are, and thoutd be, subject to their Piesbyteiies." Book of Kirk, 319. 
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as a Presbytety held, U was commonly minuted, "The Exercise was 
established in the person of A. B., the first speaker, and of C. D., the 
second," or " C. D. to add." 

While the Exercise was said to be established in the persons of only 
two speakers, there was an Act of Assembly, passed in 1598, thai from 
its intrinsic reasonableness might be said to be of perpetual standing, 
which ordained " that every member of the Presbytery study the text 
whereupon the exercise is to be made." Another clause in the same 
Act ordained that "ane common head of religion be intreaiit every 
rooneth in ilk Presbyterie, both by way of discourse and disputation," 
or by way of exercise and addition. 

In 1 70s an attempt was made to have a complete book of discipline 
compiled anew, as a directory for the several Church Courts. Such 
a book was compiled and published, but it never obtained either 
ecclesiastical or civil sanction. It nevertheless throws light on old 
usages, and what it says about Presbyterial exercises may be quoted. 
It declares that part of the work of a Presbytery is to begin every 
meeting with a sermon by one or two of the brethren on a lext 
appointed at the former meeting of Presbytery, and this piece of busi- 
ness is called a Presbyterial exercise. One half of the lime allowed in 
this work is to be taken up with explication, and this is called exercise ; 
the other half of the time is to be occupied in raising doctrines on the 
text, and this is called "addition." "After the exercise is over, and the 
Presbytery met in their own meeting- place, and the meeting consti- 
tuted, the censure of the exercise they have heard useth always to be 
the first work of the Presbytery. Besides the above exercise they used 
in Presbyteries frequently to have common heads in Latin with dis- 
putes, but if it be coram populo It should be in the vulgar language." 

The Exercise at one time was a laborious business. The Presby- 
tery of Edinburgh in 1 597 ordained that " the first speikar sail occupy 
na langer tyme nor an hour, the second half an hour preciselie . . . 
and that the prayer before and cfter the exercise be short." And the 
censure of the exercise was no sham. Speakers were plainly told 
to have a feeling of what they delivered, to " eschew affectat language, 
and to utter their words with gretar force." Occasionally, however, 
complimentary language was used, and speakers were informed that 
they had done " mervellous." M'Crie's Lift of Meh-iUe, I 477. 

From what is said not only in the Westminster Form of Church 
Government, but in Baillie's Dissuasive, we might think that a Pres- 
bytery and a Classical Assembly are one and the same thing, " A 
Presbytery, as it is called in Scotland," says Baillie, " or a Classis, as 
in Holland, or a Collogue, as in France, is an ordinary meeting of the 
pastors of the churches nearly neighbouring, and of the ruling elders 
deputed therefrom, for the exercise chiefly of discipline, so far as con- 
cerns those neighbouring churches in common." Dissuasive, p, ig8. 

The word Classis, however, was used in a different sense Irom this 
in the Presbytery of Ayr. The Classis was not the whole Presbytery, 
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but a part of the Presbytery. In a minute of date 1697 we read that 
" the several classes that meet sometimes for prayer are appointed to 
meet — those of Carrick at Dailie, and those of Kyle at Symington, 
St. Quivox and Auchinleck." Another minute, of date 1737, states 
expressly that in the Presbytery there were four classes, those of Cum- 
nock, Galston, Ayr and Maybole. It will be seen, too, that the 
classes in the Presbytery of Ayr met for prayer, and we may say 
religious conference, rather than for discipline, as alleged by BaiUie. 

The Rev. Dr. Chrystal informs me that when he came to Auchin- 
leck, in 1833, the Carrick Class was still in the way of holding meet- 
ings. At these meetings an essay or paper was read by one of the 
members, and criticised by the others, as is done at present at the 
half-yearly conferences of the Presbytery of Ayr. It is said that it 
was at these meetings of the Carrick Class that Dr. MacKnight laid 
the foundation of his well-known work on the New Testament. 

In the Mauchline Session Records there is at least one reference to 
the local Classical meeting. In 1765 Mr. Auld reported "from the 
Presbytery that P. Q. (a man who denied the truth of a charge made 
against him) appeared there, and was ordered to appear at a Classical 
meeting at Cumnock on the 20th November." His appearance before 
the Classical meeting at Cumnock, however, was not for censure, but 
for trial, as is shewn by a subsequent minute of Session, which states 
that the Presbytery^ after hearing all the evidence on the case, 
assoilzied the man from scandal. 

The several classes in the Presbytery seem to have formed the first 
set of Committees of Presbytery for the examination of schools. In 
1738 the Presbytery of Ayr appointed " the brethren of the class of 
Ayr, and with them Messrs. Fisher, Cooper and Younger, to visit the 
Grammar School of Ayr the Tuesday before next Presbytery. And 
the Classes of Cumnock, Maybole and Galston are each appointed to 
visit the Grammar Schools that are in each of their bounds at their 
first Classical meeting, and an account of their diligence to be carried 
on in the minutes." 



B. 

FASTDAYS AND DAYS OF ATONEMENT. 

How Fast-days were meant to be observed in the Church of Scot- 
land may be gathered from the following sentences in the Westminster 
Assembly's Directory for Public Worship : — 

" A religious fast requires total abstinence, not only from all food, 
but also from all worldly labour, discourses, and thoughts, and from 
all bodily delights (although at other times lawful), rich apparel, orna- 
ments, and such like, during the fast, and much more from whatever 
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is in the nature or use scandalous and offensive, as gaudish attire, 
lascivious habits and gestures, and other vanities of either sex.*' 

"Before the public meeting, each family and person apart are 
privately to use all religious care to prepare their hearts to such a 
solemn work, and to be early at the congregation." 

** Before the close of the public duties, the minister is, in his own 
name and the people's names, to engage his and their hearts to be the 
Lord's, with" professed purpose and resolution to reform whatever is 
amiss in them, and more particularly such sins as they have been 
more remarkably guilty of." 

How scandalously at variance with these directions Fast-day services 
have in recent years become in large cities, and even in rural parishes 
traversed by railways, the following paragraph, which appeared in the 
newspapers about two years ago, will show : — 

Glasgow — The Fast-day and its Effects. — Following the 
Glasgow Fast, yesterday was exceptionally busy at the City Police 
Court, there being no less than 319 cases, as compared with 248 on 
the same day last year. There were 90 cases of drunkenness, being 
an increase of 36. 

On the other hand, that it may be seen how Fasts were appointed 
and held by good and godly people long ago, I subjoin here from 
Brodie's Diary an account of what is termed a day of humiliation and 
atonement. The occasion of the solemnity was a raid committed in 
the North by Glencairn's soldiery in 1654 : — 

" 1654, January 20th. — Glencairn burnt the corns and houses of 
Leathin. O Lord, sanctify and help us to understand and be 
humbled under this hand of thine. 24th. This day I went to Leathin 
and determined to give a stack of oats and straw to his poor people 
because of his freedom and their safety, both in duty of love and 
obedience and in sign of thankfulness, for his safety was from Thee. 
We appointed a day of search, and a day of humiliation and atone- 
ment^* (the word is italicised in the printed copy of the Diary) "and 
of supplication, on the 30th and 31st of January. . . January 31st, 
1654, was the solemn humiliation at Leathin for the causes and 
reasons contained in the paper which is in my Latroa 

" After Leathin and Francis did, with some measure of tenderness, 
confess and bewail their particular guilt of covetousness, passion, 
pride, unrighteous dealing, worldly mindedness, youthful lusts of un- 
cleanness, and promise-breaking to God of many duties which they 
had bound themselves unto, we were all affected with the work of God 
on their spirits, and besought the Lord on their behalf that He would 
not let the wound close till it were thoroughly healed. After some 
measure of assistance and countenance on the da^, Mr. Joseph 
preached on John xxii. 20, 21, etc., Mr. John on Joel iL We closed 
the exercise with a solemn engagement of ourselves to God, and did 
come under a new^^ firm, inviolable covenant with God, that we should 
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be His and He should be ours. We gave up and surrendered our 
soul, body, estates, lands, rents, houses, lamilies, wives, children, 
servants, wit, parts, endowments, friends, wealth, and all that we had 
or ever should have or attain unto in this world, to be the Lord's for 
ever, that He might call for, make use, and dis])ose of it and mark it 
as his own. We besought the Lord to accept the free-will offering of 
our lips and of our hearts, and not to permit us to dejart from Him. 

" Mr. John acknowledged his predominant sins of world liness, passion, 
pride, and unfaithfulness in his calling, and entered his soul bound to 
endeavour to mortify these sins, and every sin, and to labour for more 
fidelity in his ministerial calling than ever, but, renouncing himself, 
desired to believe In the grace of God through Christ for this effecL 

" Mr. Joseph acknowledged and bewailed the same sins, unconscion- 
abteness in his calling, and doing duty for some outward respect of 
credit or honesty, and not from pure love to God in Christ, and tiow 
desired to give up himself to the Lord. 

"Old Leathin renewed his acknowledgments, and prayed the Lord 
for a willing, honest heart, to make good what was in his heart. 

"Young Leathin professed his wilUngness to consecrate him and 
his to God, and thai as long as he had a house or family it should be 
the Lord's. He alone should be worshipped in it ; he should have no 
God but him. 

" Old Francis renewed his conlession, with tears, confessing the 
Lord to be just in casting him out of his family and making it deso- 
late, for he had polluted his body with unclean lusts, &c., &c., and 
therefore the Lord was just in burning up his house and substance. 

" Young Francis desired to consent and to subscribe his name to 
the Lord for ever, and sought their prayers that were present thai he 
might never fall back. 

"Joseph, David and Mr. James each confessed his shortcomings, 
and prayed for strength. 

"Janet expressed raeikle distrust of herself, but desired to come 
under a new bond for the Lord. 

" The Lady Leathin dared promise little of herself, but professed 
that of all there she was most bound, both !o take with guilt and the 
cause of his anger above any others, although they had taken it on 
themselves ; and now that none had so great cause to engage their 
hearts to the Lord as she had, therefore in the faith of the Lord Jesus 
and his might, she did and would give up herself to the Lord, and all 
hers. 

"John Brodie, Woodhead, acknowledged much guilt, and great 
need of this day's work. He was lying under some bonds to God 
already, and this should add to the former bonds. 

"John of Main engaged for an humble and unfeigned endeavour, 
as to honour God in his own spirit so to be an instrument to God- 
waid for his wife, children and family, that they also and he might be 
the Lord's. 
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" Mr. Robert Donaldson desired of God to discover if there were 
any iniquity in his way or in his heart, fur which he uas sitared while 
others were smitten. 

" Katherine, his wife, burst forth in the complaint of her woful, sad, 
deserted case, but if he would accept, thi-te was not anything in all the 
earth which should so content and satisfy her as that the Ijard would 
condescend to that barg.-iin to become her God, and to take her and 
accept of her as his fur ever. It was replied the b^irgain was sure 
enough, i( she were willing for her part. 

"Jean Syniington, albeit a stranger among us, yet desired to be 
upholden by his grace. 

"John Brodie, my boy, professed an unfeigned desire to know the 
Lord more, and to cleave to him more, and to be for him and to his 
glory all his days. 

"John Tweedie absent at the time. 

" AH of us for ourselves, and for our little ones, and for our wives 
that have them, and families and interests, do stand before the Lord 
this day, making supplication and confession on iheirand our beha'fs, 
and do take burden on us, according to our several stations and callings 
as aforesaid, that the Ixjrd shall be our God, and we shall be his 
people, on the bare condition of his new covenant, that he will give us 
another heart and write his law within us, 

"On the ist of February this was written, and letters of exhortation 
to every one of them f<.r putting them in remembrance. 

" My soul this morning desired for its own part to rejoice before 
the Lord in trembling, and to consent unto this new oblation and 
!it, and besought his majesty for a blessing on it, and on all 
r souls who had consented to or were concerned in it." 



THE OLD OATH OF PURGATION. 

The oath of purgation, as given in the form of process approved by 
Act of the General Assembly in 1707, is of a very solemn tenor, and it 
might well be directed that in taking that oath " all tenderness and 
caution is to be used." But there were mote ancient oaths of purga- 
tion in use in the Church of Scotland before the present form of pro- 
cess was enacted. In a fly leaf of a volume of the records of the Pres- 
bytery of Ayr, commencing at the date 3rd August, 1687, there \% a 
copy of the Presbytery's •' oath of purgation," written out in lull, and 
the terms of this old oath of the Covenant times are as follow :— 

" I do, therefore, in the presence of the great 

and dreadfull Majestic of the ctternall, e>er living and ever blessed 
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God, the searcher of hearts and reins, in his holy sanctuary, humbly 
upon my knees, with my hands lifted up to heaven, protest and swear 
by the holy and dreadfuU name of the I^rd, the only true God, and 
as I shall be answerable to his Majestie in that great and terrible day, 
when he shall judge the world in righteousness by Jesus Christ, whom 
he hath appointed the judge of quick and dead, that I never committed 
the abominable sin of with , &c 

And this oath I take in presence of the all-seeing and sin- 
revenging God, as said is, with a clean and innocent conscience, 
in righteousness, truth, and judgment, without all equivocation or 
mental reservation, that is to say, without all deceitfull meaning, dis- 
sembling in or concealHng of any part of the truth of this matter, and 
I take God to record on my soul, of my truth and sincerity herein, 
whom I know to be a swift witness against him that sweareth falsely 
by his name, and who hath threatened that his curse shall enter into 
their house and consume it, with the stones and timber thereof, and 
who hath brought on very terrible, tremendous, and dreadfull judgments 
in this life upon such, and who may bring forth his everlasting curse 
upon me if I have so done, wishing the Lord may no otherwise help 
me in my greater need, nor prosper me in any thing I have to doe, 
but exemplarly punish me in this lyfe and with the everlasting fire of 
his wrath in the lyfe to come, if I be not every way free in this matter. 
So be it." 

The following is the oath of purgation in use in the West Kirk of 

Edinburgh in 1680: — I do swear by the great Eternal God, as 

I shall be judged at the last and most terrible day, that I never : 

wishing that all the plagues threatened and pronounced against the 
breakers of the law may be inflicted on me, both in this life and the 
life to come, if this be not the truth as I have sworn." 



D. 

PRESBYTERIAL VISITATIONS OF PARISHES. 

With the view of shewing how these visitations were conducted, I 
subjoin the following accounts of visitations of the parish of Mauchline 
in 1642 and 1723. They are extracted from the records of the Pres- 
bytery of Ayr, and they afford specimens of Presbyterial action, both 
when there was nothing amiss and when there was much amiss in a 
parish. 

Presbiterium Machlinense, i6th Maii, 1642 — The qlk day after 
preaching as wes a[)poinied, and after incallin;^: of the name of God. 
Mr. George Youni,', minister, being removed, Mr. James 15; inner, 
moderator, encjuyrcd the Session then present if they had anything \.y 
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object against the doctrine, discipline, life, or conversation of their 
minister. The Session all in one voyse approved the said Mr. George 
in all things, 

" Thairefter, the said Mr. George being called in and the Session's 
approbation declared unto him, the said Mr. George was demanded 
if he had any objection against the members of the Session, and he 
affirmed he had nothing to say of them hot good. 

" And, further, the said Mr. George declared, as he was requyred, 
that he preached twyse on the Sabbath, and every Twysday once, 
sumtyme by preaching and sumtyme by catechising, and declared the 
frequent meeting of the people to that effect, 

" And, further, he declared that publici prayers wer used and read- 
ing of the Scriptures morning and evening, and that familie exercise 
wes also observed. 

" The Session books were presented, visited, and approven. Being 
demanded concerning his glebe, manse, and maintenance, the said 
Mr. George produced ane decreet of the Lords, dated ye twentie-eighth 
of January, 1635, wherein it wes found that the said Mr. George had 
allowed unto him fourtie bolls victuatls, belonging of old to the minister 
of Machlin, and of moneye thrie hundreth pundis and ane hundreth 
merks, sixty of the same with this provision, except the heritors suld 
cause carie to his house yearlie ane laid of coales and peitts for every 
merkiatid in the parochin, the said coales and peitts being provydid 
and trysted before, upon the said Mr. George his proper expenses. 
Moreover, the said Mr. George declared that Mr. John Gemmell, thair 
reader and sc hoi may ster, had demitted his places, and that the Session 
had agreed with Mr. John Grey, son lawfull to umqle Mr. James Grey, 
minister at Newmylnes, for supplying of that charge, whereunto the 
Presbyterie condiscended also. 

"Maehline, 12th September, 1723.— This day, according lo adver- 
tisement givin, Mr. John Dickson, probationer, preached from GaL v. 
18, also Mr. John Fergushill delivered his popular sermon from John 
xiv. zi, likewise Mr. Maitland preached from Rom. viii. 14; all which 
discourses were approven. And Mr. Maitland being asked if he made 
intimation of this meeting to all concerned, he told he did. He was 
asked if he had anything to object against bis eldership or people, and 
said he had nothing. And, he being removed, the eldership were 
called in, upon which there appeared six, and they were asked the 
usual questions as to their minister visiting the paroch. Tbey told he 
bad not visited the whole of it since the celebration of the Lord's 
Supper about three years ago, except once, after which time he visited 
some parts of it and not others, but that he has not catechised it since 
the said time, and that they have weekly sermons very unfrequently. 
The minister being recalled, he and they were asked the usual ques- 
tions, and particularly as lo their session book, which was required to 
be produced now ; to which it was answered thai their register is yet 
in Mr, Blackwood, their late clerk, his hand, as was represented lost 
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visitation, and that he has not given it up, and that severall nf their 
minutes were carried off by another clerk since his time, and others of 
them are in Mr. Gilchrist, their last clerk, his hands, which ihey will 
gett up. As to their register which Mr. Blackwood has, the clerk is to 
write to him to give up the book to Mr. Maitland, and Mr. Orr is to 
be present when he gives it, to hear about an aledged claim Mr. Black- 
wood pretends to be resting him, and the Session of Mauchhne is to 
order the filling up of iheir register from what minutes they have and 
can recover (whith they are lo be at pains to gelt), and where there is 
warn of minutes, that they record the reason of that want in the book. 
As to the sum that is restand to the Session by Ballachmile,' they tell 
they proceeded against him as to personall diligence, but had done 
nothing so as to alTect his reall estate with others of his creditors; and 
so it appears that there is no expectation of recovering it, which negli- 
gence the Presbytery disprove, and do intimate to them their former 
resolution thereaneni for the s^id negligence, viz., that they might be 
pursued for the said sum. As to the fifty merks mentioned in the 
last visitation due by John Colvill, they inform it is since uplifted by 
them, and is applied for the use of the poor of the paroch. As to the 
uttensills for the Sacrament, it is so as it was last visitation. They 
being removed, the heritors and heads of families were called in, and 
there compeared a great number of both these, and being asked the 
usual questions as to their minister and the elders, they answered that 
their minister was often absent from his charge, and they often wanted 
publick ordinances, and that he does not enter so soon to publick 
worship on the Lord's day as were desirable, much of the Sabbath 
being thereby idly and sinfully misspent, and generally they complained 
that he had not visited and catechised the paroch sa\'e once these 
three years. There was no complaint against the elders. The fabrick 
of the kirk is in good condition. The Presbytery called in Mr. Mail- 
land, but delayed to enquire into the said complaints, ihvre being 
some persons of note wailed on who wanted to have their affairs dis- 
cussed, 

" The Presbytery entered on the consideration of what was aledged 
againM Mr. Maitland by his Se^^siun and people, and the same being 
read to him, he answered that he had been often under much indis- 
position of body and that he bad (alien under sundrie difficulties in 
his affairs that obliged him to be often abroad contrair to his inclina- 
tion, which had hindered him to gett the particulars of visiting and cate- 
chising his people and to dispense public ordinances more than he 
intended, which he had formerly acquainted the Presbytery of when 
called on to an account by ihem. And as to that of his being long in 
entering to publick ordinances on the Sabbath, he acknowledged it 

* He seem* lo have (nllen into pecuniary diSicu ilia, for wc lind "John ReiJ. of 
Ballwhmi'ic. ■■Ivocnie, priMiiier in the Toibooth of Ayr, joth April, ijask," 
PUmun'i HiMoiy of Aynhire, 553. 
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was a fault, but th.-it it was often owing to his indisposition of body, 
and that he would endeavour to helj* it in time coming. 

" And )ie being removed, the Presbytery found from some members 
present tliat the said difKcullies that occasioned his avocaiion were 
true and that he was put (to) a necessity of it. But that he should be 
exhorted to amend these things, viz., to visit families and catechise his 
people in order to the celebration of the Sacrament, which hiis been 
much omitted, and that he enter earlier to public ordinances on the 
Sabbath, and that he observe to have week dayes' sermons according 
to former manner, and that the session register be filled up in order to 
be revised. And, being called in, he was accordingly exhorted to 
these things, and the Presbytery is to enquire afterwards how these 
things are observed," 



E. 

DR. DALRYMPLE OF AYR. 

Mb. Dalrymple was a native of Ayr, and, to use his own words, 
"notwithstanding had the honour of an unanimous call to minister to 
so large a congregation" as that of his native place. Writing in 1787, 
he said, "for nighest to forty years past a good and gracious God has 
judged proper to enable me for the discharge of common parochial 
duties, with apparent general acceptance, which I speak to the praise 
of his unmerited love." 

That he was a man of more than common excellence of personal 
character may be inlerred from the words of Burns, 

" D'tyniple mild, D'rjinple mild. 
Though your heart's like a. child's. 
And yaur lire like the new driven soaw." 

But he was more than an amiable man. He was a man of weight 
and authority in the Church, and was appointed Moderator of the 
General Assembly in 1781. 

His orthodoxy, however, was suspected, especially on the question 
of our Saviour's nature- He has left behind him several publications. 
One of these is entitled, " A History of Christ for the Use of the Un- 
learned." It is not of much literary or theological merit, and is simply 
a |iaraphrase of the Gospels in the style of Doddridge's " Family Exposi- 
tor." It was published in 1787, and the object of its publication was 
thus stated in his dedication of it to his parishioners, " At a time of 
life when an approach of dissolution may be soon expected, it is natural 
for the warmth which I owe to an obliging people to look beyond them 
to their [losterity, and if possible to serve both parents and offspring 
in absence." 
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The following paraphrase of a few verses in the i4lh chapter of St. 
John's Gospel will indicate pretty clearly Dr. Dalrymple's views on the 
point on which he was popularly considered unsound, " Whither I go 
ye may surely know, and the way of coming thither ye may likewise 
know. Thomas, yet weak in belief, and desirous that he should be 
still more explicit, saith unto him. Lord, we know rot so surely yet 
whither thou goest, and how can we, then, without some clearer 
instructions, know the way that leads thither ? Jesus, in great affec- 
tion, saith unto him, I am the way by ray example, the truth by re- 
peated promise, and the life by an endless reward, no man cometh to 
the Father for the enjoyment of this perfect, eternal existence but by 
means of me. If, therefore, ye had known me aright, and the nature 
of my kingdom, ye should have known the chief glorious manifestation 
of my Father also, and from henceforth ye know him more fully than 
ever, and have, as it were, seen him in his divine attributes of wisdom, 
goodness, holiness and power, , , He that hath seen me perlorm 
such miracles in confirmation of a heavenly doctrine hath in effect 
seen the Father," 

The colleague of Dr. Dalrymple in Ayr in 1787 was Dr. M'Gill, 
whose book on " (he sufferings and death of Christ, considered by way 
of practical essay," made, on its appearance from the press, such a com- 
motion in the West country that Burns took up his pen and immorta- 
lised the ecclesiastical uproar in satirical verse, which he entitled the 
Kirk's Alarm. The most curious passage in Dr. Dab-ymple's History 
of Christ is a sentence in the dedication, in which, all unconscious and 
unsuspicious of the storm that was gathering, he refers to the essay of 
his worthy colleague. Dr. William M'GilL " There is little doubt," he 
says, "from its piously condescending manner, the simple elegance of 
its composition, exactness of method, and whole tendency to excite 
and cherish the best affections, it will prove universally acceptable. 
He will pardon me, after perusing the whole in manuscript, to have 
cast in this mite of tribute without his knowledge ; less could not be 
said, and more might have been liable to misconstruction, besides 
doing hurt where modesty wishes to be spared. .... My trust 
and hope in the divine mercy is that you may yet long continue to 
enjoy and value his sacred ministrations, and to set a special mark of 
regard, as you now do, u|)on the unremitting accuracy with which the 
truths of Scripture are explained and applied by lectures," 

Dr. Dalrymple had taken a very inaccurate guage of public senti- 
ment when he wrote these kindly and complimentary words, for such 
a storm as M'Gill's essay raised, shortly after it was published, was 
never heard of in connection with any literary subject in Ayrshire. 

Mr. Dun, of Auchinleck, in the preface to one of his sermons— "A 
Discourse on the Divinity of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, in 
the Latin language, which a late publication has called for" — says, "I 
am sorry that a co-presbyter of mine has published an attack on the 
dignity of our Lord, under the dark title of a Practical Essay on the 
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dealhof Jesus Christ, . . . and has rot given the fair hinl when 
to find what has been formerly answered to Ebion, Cerinthus, Socinia 
and his other friends, whom he copies after." 

Notwithstanding Mr. Dun's denunciation, however, the essay of Dr. 
M'Gill (published in 1786, and dedicated to Dr. Dalrymple) is a very 
able production, written in an admirable spirit, and evincing an 
earnest desire to solve the great mystery of redemption and vindicate 
the ways of God to man through ChrisL It Is not destructive, but 
constructive, in its aim. It may be described as a reply to the state- 
ment of Archbishop Tillotson thai " the death of the Son of God is 
such a stumbling-block as is very hard for human reason to get over." 
The following passages will indicate Dr. M'GiU's views: — "Next to 
the mercy of God, which is never to be forgotten, the benefits of our 
redemption by Christ flow chiefly from the righteousness and holiness 
of his life — and particularly from the eminent patience, piety, submis- 
sion, and benevolence displayed at the close of it^which avail with 
God in favour of sinners, in the same manner as do the piety and 
virtue of good men in general, only the effects of such singular excel- 
lencies are proportionally greater and more extensive," p. 275. "The 
worthiness of Christ was most eminently displayed in his endeavouring 
to save men at the price of his blood. This is of great estimation in 
the sight of God, who is pleased for the sake of it to show favour to 
the unworthy, provided they turn from their evil ways and join them- 
selves to the son of his love," p. 279. "What the blood of Christ 
did," says Dr. M'Gill, "was to ratify and make valid the covenant of 
grace," p. 360-361. 

Although Dr. Dalrymple in 1787 spoke of himself as having reached 
"a lime of life when an approach of dissolution might be soon ex- 
pected," he lived for twenty-seven years after that date, and died at 
the age of ninety in 1814. In 1794 he published a treatise on the 
Mosaic Account of Creation. This was followed in 1796 by his 
Legacy of Dying Thoughts, and in 1803 he closed his literary career 
by the publication of a Handbook of Scripture Jewish History. 
(Scott's Fasti). 



CELL, MONASTERV, OR PRIORY— WHICH ?— AT 
MAUCHLINE. 

As the Lectures published in this volume were written in the first 
instance for the entertainment of a parish auditory, I thought proper 
in Lecture I. to go a little beyond my proper subject, and say some- 
thing about the church of Mauchline before the Reformation. Not 
doubting the correctness of what is k common statement, that there 
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was in Catholic times a Priory at Mauchline, I endeavoured to del 
cribe what on that supposition would be the form of the building 
around the church, and the life within its walls. It was not till th| 
whole lecture was printed that I was favoured by an emincB 
authoriiy on Monastic Institutions with a note, in which the w ' 
presses his belief that there never was at Mauchline any Munastll 
establishment, in the popular sense of the terms, as a "place where " 
monks lived." Considering the source from which it comes this 
opinion is, to say the least of it, entitled to very great deference. I 
shall accordingly insert it here, but before doing so I shall indicate the 
grounds on which the views expressed in the lecture may be said to 
rest. 

In Chalmers' Caledonia, a book of high authority, it is slated that 
"The monks of Melros planted at Mauchline a cohmy of their own 
order, and this establishment continued a cell of the Monastery till the 
Reformation." 

In Sjiottiswoode's " account of all the religious houses that were in 
Scotland at the time of the Reformation" — which is reckoned the 
chief aL'thnrily on the subject of which it treats— it is slated under the 
head of Cistercians, that the Cistercians had thirteen monasteries in 
Scotland. These thirteen monasteries are then separately named and 
described, and the one numbered thirteenth is Mauchline. 

For an account of Ayrshire ruins and Ayrshire antiquities one 
naturally turns to the History of Ayrshire, and in Paierson's History 
of Ayr.-^hire the following sentences will be found in the chapier on 
Mauchline, "The parish church, or Priory of Mauchline, was no 
doubi erected by the monks of Melrose, as supposed by Chalmers, 
after 1 165 ; and the village or Kirktoun of Mauchline gradually sprung 
up in the vicinity. The church, forming part of the original priory, it 
is supposed, and with which the tower at Mauchhne is believed to 
have been connected, was situated in the middle of the town, having 
the churchyard around it" 

Just as one goes to Paierson's History for an account of Ayrshire 
antiquities, so for an account of the early churches in Scotland one 
goes to the pages of Dr. Walcot, and we there find Mauchline placed 
m the list of " Priories " attached to the Abbey of Melrose. What Dr. 
Walcot says of Mauchline is, " a cell of Melrose . . . no trace of 
it left." It is proper to say, however, that Dr. Walcot refers lo Chal- 
mers and Paterson as his authorities for these statements. 

Before going to press 1 put myself in communication with a Rever- 
end Doctor who has written and published a great deal on the subject 
of monasteries, and I asked his opinion -on one or two points alwut 
the monastic buildings at Mauchline. He kindly fnnvarded 10 mc the 
notes hi; had gathered about Mauchline, and authorised mc to use 
them as I thought proper. The following sentences are his : — 

" The Tower of Mauchline. or Mauchline Casile, may be said to be 
the only remains of this ancient priory, which is still in good [weserva- 
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tioa The old parish kirk taken down many years ago formed part offl 
the original priory, and was connected with the tower. " 

" Dugdale puis Mauchline in ihu list of monasteries which were ' 
founded by David I., and Spottiswoode says the same. But in the 
Chartulary of Melrose referred to {thai is, the one 'which was not long 
since in the hands of the Earl of Haddington '), which is very imper- 
fect, there is no such statement, neither does it appear that the Stuarts 
founded Mauchline and gave it to Melrose. 

" It is iherelore probable that the convent for Cistercian monks 
there, was established by the monks of Melrose themselves." 

It will thus be seen that it was not without a good shew of authority 
that I said there was an old monastery at Mauchline under the govern- 
ment of a prior. And for any positive proof that I have to the con- 
trary ihe statement may yet be found to be correct. But the eminent 
authority I have referred to writes as follows : — , 

" I think I cannot be in error in saying that the castle at Mauchline 1 
never was a monastic establishment, in the sense of a place where 
monks lived. The estate belonged to the Abbey of Melrose, but the 
castle was merely the factor's house and estate office. No doubt the 
factor was a layman, or at least a clerk not in holy orders. If the 
Abbey enjoyed a secular jurisdiction, 1 suppose the hall (the large room 
on the first floor with the groined ceiling) would have been the place 
for the legal proceedings, as well as for other e3tate business, and was 
no doubi, like the halls in other casiles, business- room, sitting-room, 
dinkig-roora, and partly servants' sleeping place. I don't suppose a 
monk ever came near the place, unless it were the Procurator (the 
member of the community charged with its worldly affairs) in discharge 
of his official duties, or the Abbot making a visitation of the property, 
or on some other exceptional occaiion." 

In a postscript it is added that the castle "is a particularly precious 
monument of Scotch medieval domtilie building." 

What then are we to say about the establishment which the monks 
of Mehose had at Mauchline? Was it a religious house or not — and 
if it was — was it a cell, a monastery, a priory, or what ? 

The Chartulary of Melrose will naturally occur to people as a source 
from which light might be got on the subject. There m.iy be a great 
deal left unsaid about Mauchline in the Chartulary of Melrose. But 
whatever is said may be relied on. t have not had it in my power 
to examine the Chartulary (printed copy) as carefully and fully as 
would justify me in speaking confidently of all the references to Mauch- 
line it contains, but I have looked at it and noted a few particulars. 

The index of the Chartulary is made out in such a way as to neces- 
sitate the recurrence of the word Mauchline over and over. The term 
"monaslerium," however, is never in the index associated with Mauch- 
line, We find in the index the expressions " Monasterium de Fale," 
Monastery of Fail; "Abbacia de I>ryburgh," Abbey of Dr>'burgh ; 
" Decanalus de Are," the Deanery of Ayr. But in the index the only 
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terms associated with the vford Mauchline are " teirae," lands, \ 
"ecclesia," Church, 

In the Chartiilary, the place and date are given at which differC 
documents were signed. One deed, for instance, is daled " Apud* 
Monasierium de Passelay," at the Monastery of Paisley. There Is 
another dated at Mauchline, but the words in the deed are not "Apud 
Monasierium de Mauchline." They are simply "Apud Mauchlyn," 
at Mauchline, the nth July, 134^. 

Many persons as well as places are named in the Chanulary. There 
is one liernard Bell, designated " Monachus Morasterii de Mclros ac 
pcnsionarius de Mauchlyne," Monk of the Monastery of Melrose and 
Pensioner of Mauchline. What the word pensioner in this instance 
may have meant— whether the holding of a religious office at Mauch- 
line or simply the enjoyment of the rents from the lands of Mauchline 
— I will not presume to say. But besides " Magister Bernardus Bell, 
jiensionarius de Mauchlyne," there is one Richard Biger mentioned 
in the Chartuiary as having been " Monachus de Mauhelin " in the 
reign of Alexander the Second. The clause in which his name occurs 
is " Per manum Ricardi de Eiger tunc Monachi de Mauhelin." To 
those uninitiated in the mysteries of monastic nomenclature, this ex- 
pression, Monk of Mauchline, must seem to imply that there was at 
least one monk, if not more than one, who lived at Mauchline in the 
time of Alexander the Second. And, if monks, there would be 
monastic life at Mauchline, such as is described in Lecture I. Now, 
however, that doubt has been cast on the common statements about 
the monastic establishment at Mauchline, further exploration of the 
subject is necessary, and it is not unlikely that in some of the ancient 
papers and documents that in recent years have been published, valu- 
able scraps of information will be found. 

In a note on page 37 there is a remark made, not seriously, but in 
the spirit of the last clause of Prov. xxvi. 19, about a SL Maughold or 
Macallius. It may be stated here that the name of the Mauchline 
Parish saint occurs in the Melrose Chartuiary. The name was SL 
Michael, as appears from the following clause in a deed drawn up in 
the reign of William the Lion^" Territorium de Mauchelin et cccle- 
siam Sancti Michaelis in eo sitam," the district of Mauchline and the 
Church of St. Michael therein situated. One of the wells in Mauch- 
hne, that near the U.P. Church, bears the name of St. Michael's, and 
is so designated in a precept of Clare Constat from Hugh, Earl of 
Loudoun, in 171a. This document is in the hands of the Trustees of 
theU.P, Church. 



LECTURING ON SCRIPTURE LESSONS. 

In addition to what is said in the note at page 63 about the Presbg 

erian custom of lecturing and the Episcopalian disuse of lecturing, tf 
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following extracts from Woodrow's History may be quoted. Vol. I., 
p. 318, folio edition, 1721 : — "The Prelates complained to the Coun- 
cil that the Indulged ministers lectured and expounded a portion of 
Scripture to the people before the forenoon's sermon ; which, as it had 
been most iniquitously laid aside by the Prelatick preachers since the 
Restoration, so they alleged it was a hurtful innovation ; and what the 
Indulged had no warrant from Authority for. . . . They (the 
Indulged ministers) knew that the laying aside Lecturing was one of 
the Badges of Conformity since the year 1662." On the 13th Jan., 
1670, the following act was passed by the Privy Council: — "The 
Council understanding that several of the ministers allowed by their 
special warrant to preach, do use, before they begin their sermon, to 
lecture upon some part of the Scripture : and considering that this 
form was never used in this Church before the late troubles and is not 
warranted by authority, do discharge the same, etc., etc. . . How 
far the matter of fact is true, which the Bishops make the Council to 
say in their act, that lecturing was not used before 1638, in this 
Church, I (says Woodrow) do not know." 
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